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CHAPTER I 



COMMUNICATING THE EVENTS OF REVOLUTION. 1763-1775 

On that night the formation of American Independence 
was laid. 

— John Adams 

If one were to list the prominent events of the 

ten-year period immediately preceding the War for 

Independence . the Boston Massacre would surely be included. 

Famous persons in American history along with historians 

have generally attached considerable importance to the 

incident. Not only did John Adams speak the words quoted 

at the top of this page, but ho also referred to the 

Massacre as **an event never yet forgiven by any part of 

America. " Some years later Daniel Webstar said, "From that 

moment we may date the severance of the British empire."* 

Rarely, if over, does a book or article embracing 

the date of March 5, 1770, fail to discuss some aspect of 

the killing of five citizens in the streets of Boston by 

British soldiers. In his history of journalism in America, 

Edwin Emery wrote that the Massacre illustrated perfectly 

2 

Samuel Adams* formula for revolution. Henry Hansen wrote 
in 1970 that "nobody in the colonies was allowed to forget 
the Boston Massacre," while Hiller Zobsl thought it is "a 
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part* not only of our national history, but of our national 
mythology. ” 4 And contemporary Revolutionary historian 
David Ramsey said it fueled the fir® of liberty and "kept 
it burning with an incessant flame . " As eminent a 
colonial historian as Edmund S. Morgan thought the incident 
called attention throughout the colonies to the threat of 
British troops quartered among the population. Pursuing 
this theme* Philip Davidson said* "Tho Boston Massacre was 
the first major incident used to condemn the troops and the 

7 

administration.” Commenting on the propaganda effort 
aimed at the lower classes* Arthur Schle singer said the 
Whig leaders created the label "Boston Massacre” as a 
propaganda device in order to martyr the victims to the 
cause of liberty. To Schlo singer, "A casual street fight 
thus came to be regarded as a pro-meditated slaughter of 
innocents. " 8 

These and other historians assign to this Boston 
event deep moaning for all the colonies without offering 
evidence to support that contention. Although few would 
argue that Boston led the agitation against Britain, this 
in itself is insufficient evidence to generalise the impact 
of any single event to all the colonies. 

Only three books have been devoted exclusively to 
the Massacre. Of these* Frederic Kidder's, written in 
1870* reproduces sources and documents used by the town to 
get its side of the story to England before that of the 



. ..*• * ' 1 ’ 4 1 I s 

| 

- ■ ' • '■ » *- 1 * ' V* 

* «* > y / lt . „ 4 * ' V - ‘ ' -* 

• •• • -•-* v" , -' £ -’" r ' 1 

. , ■- . . .1 . ■ /«' . ' - J-~ 1 * ■ *X< "J C*. 

c> /..■ u i . , *• i • <• , 7 i« :-J 'rA*x ■ ■' 

, 0 (i '’Jr ' - ’ S'* ' • ' «*» -' '* '• 

a « ‘ i, • < • » . t i» r .2 .. f ■ • « ^ - 

• .= . - • . : • i . . / v j-.. It • ; 

V 

•* •* ■ 'i ' w »/ ?! • ' i ' ■ *• * «• ' • • ’ * * 

. * • - *.*.•„< ‘ •»; • ~ i-» ’ - c • * 3 f '»* &M 

, i !•,» i{» fcc. ■.“> f *-. « i * r -*.• < i 9 * * lfV 

• > >.i f « » i ” • • ■ "■ ~ v * ’C-SC* 

• t « j i •*. . •, ?!•- ■ >*t> *•' « •( J • 'll * • * 

> ., . .f - - ■< • - :• rt W '**? *W*> 

, r - j,-,: >J . , !•’? f «..-•? -r ■ ' ■ ■ 

• ^ 2 .*a 4 t *Jt» <’•' »l- /.-'■* 

• .. - . »-f « t ...4 * ruv .-tv* ©:? -fHkiv* 

. t t •..•• - ■ »rni Sf-A i+'J i: - * - i • '■ : •*» * *t>r -*• 

•i . «• i . . - . r,s . >u r ■ •■ : • - * „r • --il ? i fi* 

.f»ci.u -< :■ 1 - O- rn ‘ t v... *-r 

c j_> • • £ .<> • ■ - ' t 1 • vj .• i'.l'Vi.# .t p ' y 

<* •/. * • 2 ^ r ,t ‘Jti'.’j/t vi. :??* • ’ v •( 2 ! ' US 

o> rr--_. V *©■> 

«rJf if .»■• • .«C ttUls 1 ’ I j' fiO^r • s-' ou »*>»i 



3 



Crown officials. It is heavily slanted to the Whig point 

of view in telling the story of the event itself. Henry 

Hansen concentrates on causal factors of the incident and 

their relationship to mob action in Boston. Hiller Zobel's 

1970 work is a thoroughly documented treatment of the legal 

aspects of the incident as reflected in the trials of the 

soldiers. Fully half of Nobel's book traces political 

conflict in Boston in the 1760’s resulting in the rise of 

public violence and the gradual disappearance of duly 

constituted authority. Drawing upon a variety of sources 

q 

he presents the most accurate account of the incident. 

A few historians have looked in varying degrees at 
the problem of what was known about the Massacre outside 
of Massachusetts. Philip Davidson discusses it when 
illustrating various methods of propaganda used during the 
Revolution. In his treatment of newspapers* he depicts 
front-page coverage of the event in South Carolina. Arthur 
Schleainger, in his study of colonial newspapers as propa- 
ganda vehicles* makes numerous references to the Massacre* 
but confines his discussion principally to the Boston 
papers with on occasional mention of Hew York and South 
Carolina. 

Although generally acknowledged by historians as 
one of the important events of the period, they have 
neglected the reporting of it. Such is not the case for 
other significant events of the same time frame. In his 
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two nt y “O igh t -ye ar -old article# "The newspaper Coverage of 

Lexington and Concord. '* Frank Luther Mott treated that 

occurrence in detail. Similarly# Schle singer covered the 

11 

newspaper propaganda effort following the Stamp Act. 

George Andrew's 1965 study of colonial news dis- 
semination carried a case study of the Boston Massacre as 
an illustration of time and channels for news diffusion. 

Hie was the first and only attempt to systematically tell 
the story of nows reporting of the event throughout the 

colonies. lie dealt# however# only with the incident 

12 

itself# and examined only newspapers. Thus we find that 
little has been written about what the colonies outside of 
Massachusetts knew about the Massacre. Consequently there 
exists little support for historians* claims of importance 
to the colonies as a whole. 

From this brief review of historical writing about 
the Boston Massacre emerges the two- fold purpose of this 
study: to determine# as far as possible# what was known 
about the Massacre throughout the colonies# and to estimate 
relative inpact of information about the event in six of 
them. The Massacre will not bo considered as an isolated 
event# but rather a continuing story embracing the incident 
itself# the trials and the series of annual commemorative 
events# which took place in and around Boston. The study 
stops at 1775# the beginning of open warfare. 

The six colonies examined are Massachusetts# 
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Connecticut* New York* Pennsylvania* Virginia* and South 
Carolina* This select ion was made on the basis of 
geography (two each from the north* south* and middle 
sections of the colonies), population (the six largo st) « 
and degree of political activity — high in each case. 

The three aspects of the story are probed in the 

light of four channels of communication* newspapers, 

pamphlets* sermons* and committees of correspondence. 

Although other means of communication, such as broadsides, 

songs* plays* poems, cartoons* etc*, may have been used* 

the record for them is relatively incomplete* and, with 

exception of the broadside* historians have assigned them 

13 

lesser importance. 

A few brief explanations on style should be helpful 
to the reader. Because this is a historical study of an 
event during the American Revolution the reader's prior 
knowledge of the general historical context in which it 
occurred is presumed, and only limited reference will be 
made to it. In order that the "flavor** of quotations from 
colonial sources be retained they are reproduced intact. A 
standard label for political identification has been 
adopted. "Tory** refers to those persons and institutions 
which advocated retention of established ties with Great 
Britain. "Whig “ refers to those which opposed the status 
quo and agitated for change. Additionally* short titles of 
newspapers and pamphlets are used in the text. Tull titles 
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may bo found in Appendix B and the Bibliography* 

The importance of newspapers, pamphlets, the 

clergy* and commit toe a of correspondence in informing the 

public and influencing their opinion has been well 

recognized, not only by historians, but by contemporaries 

of the period as well. In 1774 a Tory pamphleteer 

discussing development of public opinion said, "Handbills* 

Hews Papers* party Pamphlets* ere the shallow and turbid 

Sources from whence they derive their Motions of Govern- 
14 

ment.” In 1315 John Adams agreed, while taking a some- 
what more optimistic view of the results 

• • • The Revolution . . • was effected, from 
1760-1775 * * . the pamphlets, newspapers in all the 
colonies* ought to be consulted during that period to 
ascertain the steps by which the public opinion was 
enlightened and informed. . • .15 

In 1775 Tory Daniel Leonard* writing as 

"Massachusettensis, " claimed importance for the newspaper 

and the clergy when he wrote s 

When the clergy engage in political warfare, they 
become a most powerful engine ... What effect must it 
have had upon the audience to hear the same sentiments 
and principles* which they had read in the newspapers, 
delivered on Sundays from the sacred desk ... from 
which they had been taught* from their cradles* to 
believe could utter nothing but eternal truths? 

Later in the same pamphlet* when speaking about the 
effectiveness of committees of correspondence in Massachu- 
setts* ha complained of their composition saying they 
consisted of "the highest Whigs or at least there are Whigs 
among them." Ho believed that the committees were appointed 
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at town meetings when attendance was minimal* or if the 
meetings were full* *. . . the moderate men seldom speak* 
or act at all* whan this sort of business goes on. 

Kawapaswara 

Newspapers were chosen for the study* because they 

are generally accepted as the “chief means of formulating 

public opinion and stating radical ideas* “ and of 

persuading the colonies to unite. As Schlosinger said* 

Doubtless a fair overall judgment would bo that 
although a multitude of factors from the Sugar Act 
onward pushed the colonists along the road to 
Independence* the movement could hardly have succeeded 
without an ever alert and dedicated press. 

They were printed in every colony throughout the period by 

men Who viewed their role as “ranging from the high purpose 

of uniting the colonies to the more mundane motive of 

17 

earning a living." 

Most of the papers wore weeklies* with some like 
the Boston Chronicle and Maagachuae t ta . Spy appearing 
bi-weekly. Toward the end of the period* the newly 
established ecnnay.lV.ania SVQni.aa.EQat came out three times 
a week. Some publications like the Boston Gasatfae. MsH 
In zh Journal. and SQufch., Carolina fiarxttfc* to name a few, 
printed throughout the period. Others came and went. But 
all colonies had at least one for the duration, with the 
number climbing as high as eight in Massachusetts and 
Pennsylvania by 1775. 



Stories appearing in the papers came from a variety 
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of source s, most of which were outside the newspaper. 
Reporters* in the modern sense* were unknown. Original 
stories came from the pans of citizens with information to 
pass along or* as likely* a point of view to advocate. 
Printers themselves wrote little in their own papers. When 
they took up the pen it was usually to announce diffi- 
culties in obtaining material for the paper* explaining why 
they printed a story as they did, or to share their 
problems of production and distribution with their readers. 
For instance* in 1773 Ebonezer Watson apologized for poor 
print quality in his Connecticut Conr ant* explaining it was 
due to "worn typos. " And John Pinkney complained about the 
slimness of his Virginia Gazette in 1775* but expected to 

do better in the future* because "in a few weeks we expect 

19 

to receive a fresh importation from Philadelphia." 

Printers had various methods for distinguishing 

their own writing. Thomas and John Fleet used italics set 

20 

within brackets in their Boston Evening goat. John Mein 
printed in italics in his Boston Chronicle, often 
introducing his no to s with three asterisks arranged in an 
inverted pyramid. This was a favorite practice of Samuel 
end Ebenczer Hall in their Salem Gazette * as wall. Several 
others* including Green and Watson in their Connecticut 
Couranfc used a cut of a hand with a finger pointing to the 
first word of their italicized message. 



Pinkney*® comment illustrates a second major source 
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of news stories for the colonial printer — other newspapers. 

The propensity of printers to clip stories from other 

newspapers as a means of newsgathering is well known. Moat 

material was reproduced verbatim as clipped or with 

minimum editing. It is mainly because of this habit that 

diffusion of news stories con be traced through the 
21 

colonies. 

Colonial printers usually produced a four-page 

newspaper on a regular printing day each week. If they had 

more material than four pages could accommodate, they 

either held it over until the next week or added a 

"Supplement** or "Postscript" to the current edition. 

Hardly ever did they advance a publication date regardless 

22 

of when they received news of its importance. One 

notable exception to this latter practice was in South 

Carolina. Peter Timothy’s Gaasttc, and the jtec.ic.3a, £01*31.51 

Gazette of Robert Wells often appeared in the form of 

"Supplements#" "Postscripts#" or "Additions" on other than 

normal printing days. This practice appeared keyed to 

arrival of ships in Charleston bringing papers from other 
23 

colonies. 

Many printers "believed it v/as part of their public 

duty to print materials on all sides of a question# even 

when they ran counter to a particular publisher’s own 
24 

views. ** At least they professed this view of tbair role 
in proposals for their newspapers# which generally appeared 
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on page one of their first editions. Although each used 
somewhat different words* John Main expressed the substance 
of their feelings when starting his Chronicle in 1767 by 
saying* "Whenever any dispute claims general attention* the 
arguments on both sides shall be laid before the public 
with the utmost impartiality." 2 * 1 

Despite statements of fairness* printers found as 
the revolutionary movement deepened they could not maintain 
this impartial position. As feelings mounted during the 
period* printers either voluntarily took sides or were 
pressed into one political camp or the other* often to 
their disliking. Zsaiah Thomas summed up their feelings 
thusly* 

One of my profession here must either be of one party 
or the other (ha cannot please both) he must therefore 
incur the censure of the opposite party which, to incur 
censure and displeasure of any party or persons* though 
caressed and encouraged by others* is disagreeable to 
me. 

The position of the printers was clear. Their newspapers 

would reflect partisan politics in the growing split 

26 

between the colonies and Great Britain. 

Pamphlets 

The most fully articulated political arguments of 
the Revolutionary leaders appeared in pamphlets. They were 
spacious enough to allow complete recapitulation of a point 
of view, which in many cases appeared first in another 
form; yet they were easily and cheaply produced. It was in 
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thic form# according to Bernard Dnilyn, that "much of the 

important char actor la tic writing of the American Revolution 

occurred." Their purpose was to persuade by explanation 

and description that political liberty in America was 

threatened. For Philip Davidson they expressed "the best 

27 

thought of the day. " 

Pamphlets were probably most effective north of 
Virginia. There a greater number of printers and book- 
sellers and closer concentration of people permitted fuller 
and more rapid exchange of ideas. In 1774 a pamphlet 
describing colonial grievances with Groat Britain circu- 
lated through the interior of Connecticut as a means of 
informing those who wore "not under the best advantages for 
information from the newspapers and other pieces wrote upon 

the controversy. " Thus pamphlets emerge as a favorite 

28 

channel of communication during the period. 

ftannana 

Sermons were chosen because of the importance of 
the clergy and th© pulpit as communications outlets and 
influencers of opinion. Ministers were among the best 
educated and moat widely traveled persons in the colonial 
society. Schooled in political literature as well as 
ecclesiastical* they were political persons despite the 
ethical problems this created for them. Their sermons were 
as often political discourses as religious preachings. 

They lectured not only on Sundays, but at public occasions 
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such a a elections* anniversaries of prominent events* and 

military musters. In New England they annually preached on 

general election day — the last Wednesday in Kay — and 

artillery election day when officers of the militia company 

were chosen. It was custom on these occasions to preach a 

"decent* serious and constructive" sermon on a political 

subject* The obligation to "fight sin" became a political 

29 

as well as religious objective. 

Despite internal differences and reasons* the 
majority of the clergy in New England joined the Whig 
movement. In the South they played a less prominent part* 
but after 1774 increased their efforts. They were imbued 
with the concept of natural law — the idea that man lived 
under justice and equity which was God-given. They 
possessed an anti-monarchial spirit based upon the concept 
that people had the right to choose their own rulers and 
fix the bounds of their authority. Presbyterian church 
doctrine* for instance* asserted the right of majority rule 
and distinct self-governing entities. Where the layman 
went to John Locke* Milton* and Sidney for theories on 
government and a free society* so the clergy went to thorn 
for theories on religious tolerance and human understand- 
ing. The most radical "Dissenters" of the period were 
influenced by "radical Protestant church life." Thus, 
their religious teachings and political leanings inter- 
twined.^ Through the period they more and more preached a 
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right of resistance to acts of Groat Britain* which they 

thought threatened people's liberty* It is not surprising* 

therefore* to find them as leaders in the Whig cause. 

Their feelings were perhaps well summed up as early as 1763 

by Reverend Jonathan Kay hews 

True religion comprised a love of liberty and of one's 
country and the hatred of tyranny and oppression; that 
civil liberty they cherished so deeply received its 
chief sanction from religious faith. 31 

Coamt tflga.jp f CQgrefSfflndflnca 

Philip Davidson referred to committees of 

correspondence as "• • . the most important organization 

for dissemination of propaganda that was created throughout 

the entire period." They represented the end product of a 

series of extra-legal political organizations* which 

functioned in various capacities during the period. 

Founded in Massachusetts in 1772* they constituted a 

"powerful grassroots political organization" for the Whigs* 

functioning outside the colonial legislatures. Following 

their inception in Massachusetts* Virginia proposed* in 

1773* that they become official in all the colonies. But* 

32 

the system was not complete until summer* 1774. 

Forerunners of the formal system first appeared in 
1764 at the time of the Sugar £ct. By uniting the colonies 
in refusing to import certain articles of British manufac- 
ture, they hoped to bring economic pressure to bear upon 
England to repeal the act. During the controversy over the 
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Stamp Act colonial assemblies corresponded in order to form 
a concerted effort throughout the colonies against use of 
the stamps. Again* in 1768* in response to passage of the 
Townshand Acts* Whig~dominated assemblies acted by 
correspondence with each other to establish a united course 
of action against this latest economic and political 
threat. At that time Samuel Adams sent the Massachusetts 
Circular Letter throughout the colonies, accompanied by a 
series of letters from Massachusetts citizens to prominent 
persons in England demanding repeal of the Tow ns he nd 
duties. The Circular Letter appealed to the other colonies 
to add their protests to those of Massachusetts. Thus* 
continued use* over time, of this form of communication 
encouraged development of the formal system* which emerged 
after 1773 as tensions increased. 1 * 3 

gQaBunicatiQna.,.in Jfcha .CoLonica 
Distribution of written word in the colonies was 
not easy. Any discussion of diffusion should be more 
meaningful if problems associated with communications 
during the period are understood. Road networks did not 
exist. Land travel was primarily by horseback, and no 
permanent bridges existed over any major stream in the 
colonies. As John Ringwalt said in his study of American 
transportation systems* "At the time of the American 
Revolution there was not a good road of considerable length 
in any part of this country." And* if road travel was bad 
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in the north* it was virtually non-existent in the south. 

with only a single road through extensive swamps connecting 

ceacoast towns below Virginia. ^ 

The postal service was the principal means by which 

written coir.mur.lc at io ns were delivered. In the north that 

consisted of the postal rider traveling between cities on 

horseback. His load was necessarily limited. Service 

between northern cities and the South was by ship, taking 

anywhere from two to five weeks between Boston and 

Charleston. South Carolina. Colonial printers were, in 

most cases, also postmasters. This provided them an 

advantage in distributing their printings through the 

postal system, but it could not increase the load-carrying 

35 

capability of the postal rider or shorten delivery time. 

By modern standards the colonies were not in close 

contact with each other. Communicating events or spreading 

ideas was a difficult, slow process. A sermon had to be 

printed as a pamphlet, then sent through the colonies 

(usually in limited numbers) to be reprinted when and where 

36 

another printer thought it offered a chance of selling. 
Newspaper printers served a real "gatekeeping 0 function 
through their liberal use of scissors and paste. A news 
story had first to be written by an Individual in one 
colony, supplied to and printed there in a newspaper and 
dispatched through a relatively slow postal system. It 
then had to survive an evaluating and editing process in 
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another colony by a different printer. To compound the 
difficult situation, another step was often inserted into 
the process. The story, in many cases, wont through an 
intermediate location where it was reprinted. This, then, 
was the process by which written communications got from 
colony to colony. We shall see how it affected what 
information became available about the Boston Massacre. 

Lacking our modern systems of rapid communications, 
much information diffused through conversation between 
individuals or within groups. Bach city possessed 
numerous taverns, inns, and coffee-houses, where citizens 
gathered and discussed the news of the day. One historian 
has claimed the "political pot simmered and seethed" in 
them when people congregated to "read the latest news- 
sheets and fortify each others prejudices." Another 
student of the period asserted that "If the American 
Revolution was 'cradled' in any place, it was in the urban 
public houses." Although these assertions seem reasonable 
in the context of the times* little actual evidence exists 
to support them. Beyond generalizing about these institu- 
tions and associating some with political factions, 
historians have written little about the social and 

37 

political role they played in colonial life. 

questions. Significance and Limitations 

This study is descriptive and comparative in 
nature, seeking to fill a gap in journalistic history 
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regarding news coverage of the Boston Massacre and to 
estimate relative impact of various media. Major questions 
for which it seeks answers ares 

1) What printed material about the Boston Massacre 
diffused through the colonies? 

2) In which channel of public communications did the 
Boston Massacre receive its fullest coverage? 

3) Is the credit Which Schlesinger gave to newspapers 

as the principal vehicle for fomenting revolution valid in 

the case of the Boston Massacre? He said: 

Of these many ways of kneading men's minds, none, 
however, equaled the newspapers ... they influenced 
events both by the reporting and abetting of local 
patriot transactions and by broadcasting kindred 
proceedings in other places. The press, that is to 
say* instigated* catalyzed and synthesised the many 
forms of Whig propaganda and action. It trumpeted the 
doings of Whig committees, publicised rallies, and 
mobbings. promoted partisan fast days and anniversaries, 
blazoned patriotic speeches and toasts, popularized 
anti-British slogans* gave wide currency to ballads and 
broadsides, furthered the persecution of Tories, 
reprinted London news of the government's intentions 
regarding America and. in general, created an 
atmosphere of distrust and enmity that made reconcili- 
ation increasingly difficult. Besides, the newspapers 
dispensed a greater volume of political and constitu- 
tional argument than all the other media 
combined. . . .33 

4) What central themes did the information which 
diffused about the Massacre contain? 

5) To what extent were the communications pro-Tory, 
pro-Whig, or neutral in their manifest sources and their 
apparent purpose? 

By the answers to these questions the study probes 
significance and impact on the basis of what and how much 
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information about the Massacre public communications 
diffused throughout the colonies* and any response shown by 
each to Knowledge of the affair — again as displayed in the 
media. ^ 

Although not intended as an investigation of 
printing habits and procedures of the colonial newspaper 
publisher, the study provides some insight into this 
subject. By tracing news stories back to their original 
Boston sources, the study shows whether printers' sources 
matched the political leanings of the ir newspapers as 
established by historians. 

Three basic limitations arise from the structure of 
the study and research procedures used t 

1) It does not examine interpersonal communications 
about the event# except ©s reference was found in the 
sources consulted. To accomplish this would require a 
monumental effort of sifting through diaries, papers, 
archives, and letters in collections throughout the 
country. This study is limited to information carried 
through public communications channels, and uses materials 
available at the State Historical Society of Wisconsin or 
through inter-library loan. 

2) Only a limited attempt has been made to fit this 
communications study into th© political and social context 
of each colony examined. A basic question of why the 
Massacre impacted as it did is only partially answered. 
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3) With the exception of a few stories about the 
incident itself, the study does not shew intermediate 
sources of newspaper accounts — that is, if a story origin- 
ated in Boston and subsequently appeared in New York and 
South Carolina, the study does not determine whether the 
South Carolina printer got the story from the New York 
paper rather than the Boston one. More will bo said about 
this in the suggestions for further study contained in 
Chapter VII. 



A Note on Propaganda 

Historian Richard Duel, Jr., says that any discus- 
sion of the American Revolution involves a "rich 
multiplicity of interpretations" which has "helped to 
illuminate the complexity" of the subject, but from time to 

time reaches a point whore it "ceases to enlighten and 

. 40 

merely creates confusion. " 

An example, germane to this study, involves argu- 
ment among historians over motives of Revolutionary 
leaders. On one side lies the position of Philip Davidson 
and Arthur M. Schle singer, that Revolutionary rhetoric 
contained in pamphlets, sermons, newspapers, etc., was 
"propaganda" — a contrived effort on the part of a small 
group of radical leaders to manipulate public opinion to 
their ends. And that these ends were not shared by a 
majority of the population. Thus, Schleslnger says, "The 
stigmatizing of British policy as 'tyranny, * 'oppression. ' 
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and * slavery' hod little or no objective reality, at least 
prior to the Intolerable Acts, but ceaseless repetition of 
the charge kept emotions at fever pitch ." 41 

Countering this concept is Bernard Bailyn, who 
believes the same rhetoric reveals that the colonists felt 
“real fears, real anxieties, a real sense of danger. “ They 
wrote and spoke, not out of "desire to influence by 
rhetoric and propaganda the inert minds of an otherwise 
passive populace, * but as an expression of true belief. 

Bis difference with Davidson and Schlesinger lies in his 
rejection of the Revolutionary writers as persons engaged 
in an attempt to manipulate the public toward hidden ends, 

4 *) 

often with false messages. 

But, Bailyn does not argue that the writers had no 

intent to persuade. On the contrary, he says their 

43 

purpose was to do so. Bailyn. Schlosinger, and Davidson 
thus agree that the writers, regardless of their degree of 
honesty and openness, were trying to persuade people to 
oppose Great Britain's attitudes and measures. 

Deep motive, while posing a significant historical 
problem, is not the concern of this study. It is, 
instead, to describe the diffusion of communications about 
the Boston Massacre in an attempt to assess historians* 
claims that it was an important event in the move toward 
independence. The study examines these communications as 
an effort to inform and persuade, because it was the 
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communication* Which diffused, not the honesty or motive of 
the writer* Persona in other colonies could only know what 
they were told about the event. Their knowledge and 
opinion of it would largely be formed by the information 
which they received. 
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FOOTNOTES TO CHAPTER I 



X Both Adams quotes and the Webster quote appear in 
Frederic Kidder, History -fl* the fiaatan fta&aagm (Albany, 

N. Y. j Joel Munsell, 1870), p. 3. 

2 Edv/in Emery, (Englewood 

Cliffs, N. J. i Prentice Hall, Inc,, 1962), p. 98. Emery 
says Adams* formula was* (1) justify the cause advocated, 

(2) advertise the victory, (3) arouse the masses, (4) 
neutralise logical and reasonable argument, and (5) phrase 
all issues in black and white. 

3 

Henry Hansen, (New York* 

Hastings House Publishers, 1970) , p. 175. 

4 Hiller Zobel. (New Yorki 

W. W. Norton & Co., 1970), p. 4. 

S Dav id Ramsey, Tha History .p.f -ths ftaarlc.an 
Revolution, Vol. I, p. 91, cited by Philip Davidson, 
grogaganda ...and ...iJa^itericaa.^v.olutiQh4...I7,6.3.r.L7B3. (chapel 
Hills University of North Carolina Press, 1941) , p. 196. 

6 Edmund S. Morgan, The Birth of the Republic. 
1763-1789 (Chicago and Londons University of Chicago Press, 
1956), pp. 47-49. 

7 

Davidson, Propaganda , p. 150. 

8 For “martyr** see Arthur M. Schieoingor, Ec&Luste^LQ. 
Independence . Vintage Books (New Yorks Random House, 1957), 
p. 23, citing Kidder, History . For “street fight” see 
Schle singer. Ibid . 

^Zobel, MajLajSSXa# pp. 180-205. His balanced 
account draws mainly from the pro-Whig paraph let, AJShosit. 
Uarr.atiy.e of, the Horrid Maaaacgo..^ (Boston, 1770), the 

pro-Tory pamphlet, A-£«ir,. Account jo £. thaJofttc Uahaassy 

Disturbance At Boston . . . (London, 1770), and testimonies 
of witnesses at the murder trials of the soldiers contained 
in L. Kinvin Wroth and Hiller B. Zobel (eds.) , Ehs.JL<ag.Sl 
g.gpara, Ql.Joha-JSdJKta, vol. 3 (New Yorks Athens um, 1968). 

^Davidson, Propaganda * addresses and sermons, 
pp. 196-98, broadsides, p. 222, newspapers, pp. 234-35; 
Schle singer , Prelude , pp. 109, 117, 124, 126, 135-36. 
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In a further attempt to assess significance and 
impact of the Massacre, thirty-six histories of the 
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colonies included in the study veers examined. With the 
exception of those of Massachusetts, none mentioned 
reaction to the event, while they all discussed impact of 
other important events of the period, such as the Stamp 
Act, Townahend Acts, non- import at ion, the Boston Tea Party, 
and the Battle of Lexington and Concord. 

^Richard Buel, Jr., "Democracy and the American 
Revolution," WjULllfla .and.ila&y. Qu&cfcajely. 3d ssr., XXI 
(January, 1964), 165. 

41 

Davidson, Prop a gand a, p. jw? Schle singer, 

PXfllUda, pp. 20, 34. 

42 

Boilyn, Pamphlets , p. ix; Gordon S. Wood, 

"Rhetoric and Reality," william and 3d ser., 

XXIII (January, 1966) , 3-32, presents a summary of the 
differing points of view, accompanied by suggestions for 
overcoming the problem. 
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Bailyn, , pp. 18-19. 
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CHAPTER II 



NEWSPAPERS REPORT THE MASSACRE j SPRING, 1770 

Because the newspapers contained so much material 
about the Massacre and treated each aspect of the event 
differently* it is necessary to devote throe chapters to 
the story they told. The role played by sermons* 
pamphlet®, and committees of correspondence in relating the 
Massacre tal© will be discussed separately. 

In May, 1767* the British Parliament passed the 
Townshend Acta, three pieces of legislation named for the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer* Charles Townshond. These acts 
emphasised British sovereignty (particularly Parliament*®) 
over the colonies* thereby reversing some long-held 
policies regarding relations between the mother country and 
America. The Acts suspended the Haw York Assembly* imposed 
a revenue measure upon the colonies* and created an 
American board of customs. By suspending New York’s 
assembly. Parliament took the power of calling and dis- 
solving colonial legislatures away from the Royal governors 
and vested it in itself. The Revenue Act reversed a long- 
standing mercantilist policy encouraging British imports 
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into tho colonies by imposing import duties on British 
goods such as glass# painters* colors# paper, and tea. 
Lastly# a customs board was established in Boston with 
powers to administer and enforce all customs regulations in 
tho colonies — a function previously performed in England. ^ 

To say the Townahend Acts were unpopular in the 

colonies is to understate the case. They met strong 

resistance. Of the Revenue Act# John Dickinson, writing in 

his widely circulated series# "Letters from a Parmer in 

Pennsylvania, " said it had the single purpose of extracting 

money from tho colonics under the guise of regulating 

trade — a departure from the time -honored principle of 

regulation only. To counter it# and attempt to force 

repeal of the Townshend Acts, Whig groups throughout the 

colonies pressed for and obtained# in the spring of 1768# a 

2 

policy of non-importation of British goods. 

In Boston# seat of anti-British sentiment in tbs 
colonies# reaction to establishment of the customs board 
included sob violence and threats of mob violence against 
members of the board. Following capture by the customs 
officials of John Hancock's sloop Liberty on Juno 10# 1768# 
mob rioting forced the commissioners to seek safety in 
Castle William, an island fort in Boston harbor. There 
they remained for months under threat of physical harm from 
the Whig mob. ^ 

In the midst of these growing tensions# four 
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regiments of British troops cases to Boston in tho fall of 
1768 under orders of General Thomas Gage* British military 
commander in America. lord Hillsborough, colonial soc ro- 
tary, directed Gage's action from England. Stationing 
British troops in the colonies was not a new event. They 
had been in America for years, having fought a major war 
there from 1759 to 1763 to prevent French ©ncroachr.sant into 
h’orth America. Following tho French and Indian War. 
however, they remained in the colonies, ostensibly to guard 
the frontier against Indians and any lingering French 
threat. They were quartered in some twenty-six places 
throughout tho colonies — mostly outposts or small communi- 
ties like Ticonderoga, Crown Point, Niagara, Pensacola, and 
some in South Carolina. But with increasing tensions the 
soldiers moved into the major cities of Now York, 
Philadelphia. Charleston, and finally, Boston. Whig 
factions among the colonists felt they were there, not as 
protection, but to support functions of the British 
officials by terrifying the people into compliance with 

4 

unjust laws. 

From the time of their arrival in Boston, the 
British soldiers created traditional frictions associated 
with troops living among civilians. They failed to adhere 
to customs and traditions of the cityr shop lifted, 
brawled, and insulted and seduced the local women. The 
populace responded with insults and endless little assaults 
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with sticks, atoms, and, in the winter, snowballs. Kona 

fait the threat raore than Samuel Mams, who felt the 

soldiers* arrival ended all possibility of reconciliation 

with Britain. John Mams marked his cousin’s determination 

5 

for independence from the date of that arrival. 

l<hig leaders in Boston, headed by Sam Mama, 

drummed up hate against the British troops through a news* 

paper campaign waged between October, 1768, and July, 1769. 

They popularised any item reflecting unfavorably upon troop 

behavior in the "Journal of Occurrences. ” Tills feature ran 

regularly in Jolrn holt’s Kow York Journal under agreement 

between Whig leaders in New York and Boston. Written in 

the latter city by various prominent Whigs including Mams 

and town clerk William Cooper, each installment of the 

"Journal** was printed two weeks later by Holt. It then was 

reprinted in the Boston .Ev ening Poet two months after its 

New York appearance. This was probably a tactical maneuver 

designed, according to one historian, to inflame the 

emotions of the Boston populace long after details of the 

incident were too dim to be accurately recalled. 

Lieutenant Governor Thomas Hutchinson claimed the towns- 

6 

people were willing to accept them as printed. 

With dislike running high against both soldiers and 
customs officials, two unrelated incidents occurred within 
two weeks prior to the Massacre which set up the final 
confrontation. On Tuesday morning, February 22, a group of 
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boys mocked four Boston merchants, accused of ignoring non- 
importation, by displaying their names on a poster attached 
to a large wooden head. The boys paraded this effigy 
before the house of one of the businessmen. Ebaneaar 
Richardson, who lived next door and was thought to be in 
the pay of the customs officials as an informer, attempted 
to destroy the display. Failing, he retreated, in the face 
of taunts* into hie house, got a gun and fired upon the 
boys. His shot killed Christopher Snider, and wounded 
several others. Richardson was arrested and charged with 
murder. Also charged waa George Wilwot, who was found 

inside Richardson's house. Wilmot was also thought to be 

7 

associated with the customs commissioners. 

The Boston press labeled the incident a "barbarous 
Murder attended with many aggravating Circumstances. “ The 
Boston Gazette and the &y&ftlna r £aafc. coupled a gory 
description of the wounds of the victims with ®n account of 
the violence of the attack. The ’'Circumstances" alluded to 
was tyranny in tba form of customs service domination of a 
peaceful populace . 8 This story diffused throughout the 
colonies, later to be linked with the Massacre as a basic 
theme. A subsequent denial by the customs officials of any 
connection with either Richardson or Wilroot appeared in the 
Boston press, but was later ignored in favor of continued 
coverage of Snider's funeral and fate of the accused 
murderers . 9 
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During the week preceding the Massacre, which 
occurred on a Monday night* several arguments and fights 
broke out between soldiers of the 29th Regiment and workers 
at John Gray’s ropewalk. Theses battles* involving up to 
thirty or forty soldiers and about a dozen ropewalkers* 
heightened tension between the soldiers and the town to the 
point where little was required to spark the disaster which 
occurred three nights later* The Boston Evening-Post and 
the Kawa-ietter carried stories of these affairs* showing 
the soldiers as the aggressors. The Evening-Post story 
appeared the afternoon of /-larch 5. along with an account of 
Snider’s funeral. Thus* the aggressive nature of the 
soldiers* coupled with their basic incompatibility with the 
townspeople* was displayed in the press on the day of the 
Massacre. ^ 

It was this constant friction between the soldiers 
and the town* ©specially among the lower economic classes* 
that culminated in the incident of March 5, 1770* when a 
group of eight soldiers of His Majesty's 29th Regiment of 
Foot fired upon the townspeople in front of the customs 
house in King Street, killing five and wounding several 
others. One can readily believe* as did John Jfcdawis , that 
hate, “systematical ly pursued for months ... between the 
lower Class and the Soldiers* " created the atmosphere for 
the Massacre.'"" This is not to imply that the Whigs, who 
felt so negatively about the soldiers* living among them* 
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wanted anyone to die. Who was at fault in the actual 
shooting may still he debated* but for purposes of this 
study is of little consequence. Of importance is what 
information circulated and where. Regardless of what 
happened or who was really to blame* persons in the other 
colonies could only know what they were told about the 
incident. With this in mind* we may now look at the story 
related by the newspapers. 

MaaaachusQfrti 

John Hein printed a good newspaper by colonial 

standards. Typographically the Baafcon .gtomicla. was the 

best in Boston at the time — if not in all the colonies. 

Originally founded as an impartial or neutral paper, the 

Chronic le became a Tory supporter following personal 

attacks against Hein by the Whigs for his refusal to sign 

12 

the non- importation agreement. 

Because the Chronicle published on Thursdays* its 
March 8th issue was one of two Boston papers to report 
first the events of the night of March 5. In a half- 
column account beginning "For some days bye-past there have 
been several affrays between the inhabitants and the 
soldiers quartered in this town, u the gave a 

brief summary of the facts of the incident, as then known, 
and a list of the casualties. It finished by reporting the 
actions of Hutchinson and Lieutenant Colonel Dalrymple , 
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commander of the 29th Regiment, in withdrawing British 

troops from the town subsequent to the affair. Mein 

followed the account with this italicised note, explaining 

why he did not provide more informations “We decline at 

present giving a more particular account of this unhappy 

affair* as we hoar the trial of the unfortunate prisoners 

is to corn© next week. Eleven days later the Chronicle. 

made its only other reference to the incident with a one- 

sentence announcement of withdrawal of the 14th and 29th 

14 

Regiments from the city to Castle William. 

Also on March 8* Richard Draper's pro-Tory Boston 
Knws-lottiar printed a one-colunn neutral story of the 
Massacre. The S6swa.-Le.tter was the oldest newspaper in 
Boston* and for many years printed for the governor and his 
council. Draper set off the top of his story column with a 
row of large black dots. His lead consisted of a long 
sentence apologizing for not printing a fuller account, 
explaining that "A number of Gentlemen arc collecting 
Evidences of the whole Transactions, as soon as these are 
done* an Account will be drawn up and Published in the 
Papers. " Then followed a factual story of the incident 
without placing blame for the shooting. This excerpt show3 
Draper's attempt at fairness: "Soon after, the Word Firei 
was hoard* upon which one Gun went off. in a Second or two 
of Time one or two others. ..." The account listed the 
dead and wounded. It ended with three short paragraphs 
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describing the arrest of the soldiers and withdrawal of that 
troops as a result of town pressure on Hutchinson and his 
council applied in a series of meetings the following 
day. 15 

In its continued coverage of the Massacre, the 

departed from the basically neutral position of 
its original account. It leaned, not to the Tory side, 
however, but to the Whig. On March 15th, Draper began his 
story by again explaining why he printed such a limited 
account the previous week, and rejecting more comprehensive 
coverage because "... there being many other Circuits- 
stances that have not been published, and additional 
Evidences daily arising. ..." He thus appeared reluctant 
to be drawn into the mounting controversy. Hover the less, 
he went on to print, again under a heading of black dots, a 
funeral account of those killed similar to that of the 
March 12th issue of the Easton Gagetto — complete with 
coffin symbols, on which wore inscribed initials of tha 
dead. 

In the samo issue Draper offered evidence of 
support for Boston from around the colony. He printed a 
petition from the town of Roxbury backing Boston in its 
effort to rid tha soldiers from its midst. Then followed 
an account of votes taken in a town meeting thanking 
Cambridge, Charlestown, Watertown, and "all our Brethren 
in tho Towns through the Province, for the kind Concern 
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they manifested for us in the late horrid Massacre by the 

i /* 

Soldiery. . . . " A Mowa-bctter coverage continued for two 

more weeks with single-sentence announcements of troop 

withdrawals and the town*® hiring of a schooner to take its 

17 

side of the story to London. 

The fltewa-Lafc tar accounts* while not as numerous* 
detailed* or strident in tone as those in the Whig papers, 
offered readers a view of innocent people murdered by an 
aroused soldiery. The accounts made no attempt to excuse 
or defend them for their action. Despite its Tory reputa- 
tion* the Mews-La t ter favored a Whig view of the affair. 

Historians generally agree that the Bftaton G.3£S.t,ta. 
was the principal Whig newspaper in the American colonies. 
One of its printers* Benjamin Edes* was an original member 
of the Boston Loyal 1 Mine* forerunners of the Sons of 
Liberty in that city. Sam Adams and his group of Whig 
leaders* including Josiah Quincy* Joseph Warren* James 
Otis* John Hancock* and Thomas Cushing* wrote extensively 
for it — Adams in particular. Material for the paper was 
often made up for the Monday publication over the weekend by 
Adams and his associates* assisting Edes and his partner* 
John Gill. The association between the Whig leaders and the 

Gazette was so strong that John Adams* in 1771, moved his 

19 

office to "Queen-Street in the house of Mr. John Gill.” 

It is not surprising, therefore, that the heaviest 



coverage of the Massacre and most clearly Whig point of 
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view would appear in that paper. The original Gazette 
account filled nearly four full columns on two pages of its 
March 12th issue. All columns on both pages, even those 
with stories not pertaining to the affair, were heavily 
bordered in black. In the midst of that portion of the 
story telling of the funerals, the Gam.tfc.e- displayed its 
coffin symbols — thirteen lines high— with skull and cross- 
bones and initials of the dead emblazoned on each. Samoa 1 
Maverick *s coffin symbol also showed a scythe and hour- 
glass — traditional symbols of death. 

Either by itself or in combination with a similar 
account appearing the same day in the 

(we examine it shortly) , this Gazette article provided the 
source for a majority of Massacre news accounts which 
appeared throughout the colonies within the next month. 

This in itself is sufficient to mark its in^portance. But, 
beyond that, it is significant because it first presented 
three major themes about the Massacre, which Whig writers 
would repeat over and over again. These wares 

1. The Massacre was a direct and inevitable result of 
quartering British soldiers among civilians— soldiers whose 
function, under a false guise of protection, was to 
threaten the populace into submission. 

2. The soldiers were entirely at fault, killing 
innocents without provocation, and should be quickly 
punished. 
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3. The soldiers were conspiring with the customs 
commissioners in some sort of dark plot ©gainst liberty. 

In a two-thirds column preamble to its description 
of the incident* the Gazette established the Whigs* fear© 
about troop quartering. The opening sentence set the tone 
for what was to corse* 

The Town of Boston affords © recent and melancholy 
Demonstration of the destructive Consequences of 
quartering Troops among citizens in a Tims of Peace* 
under a Pretence of supporting the Laws and aiding 
Civil Authority* ... 

The account maximized hatred against the soldiers# accusing 

them of firing into a crowd consisting of “thirty or forty 

persons* mostly lads," under direct orders of Captain 

Preston* their of f ic@r-in~charge # for no other reason than 

they “were clamorous* and it is said* threw snow-balls." 

One paragraph* picked up three days later by the 23j£S22n 

Latter , painted the results in these vivid terms* 

Tuesday Morning presented a most shocking Scene# tbs 
Blood of our Fellow Citizens running like Water thro* 
King-Street* and the Merchants Exchange the principal 
Spot of the Military Parade for about 19 Months past. 
Our Blood might also to® track’d up to the Head of Long- 
La to# and through diver® other Streets and Passages. 

Following a series of resolutions and votes 
demanding troop withdrawal, the Whig author drew his 
picture of conspiracy between the soldiers and the customs 
officials, tie recounted the arrest of a boy who confessed 
to firing a gun out of the customs house under orders from 
his master* a man by the name of Manwaring# and several 
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others "hired by the Commissioners and Customs Officer* to 
do their Business in. " The account ended with one final 
reference to the dangers of standing armies, by equating 
the "dreadful Tragedy" to a recent, similar military action 
against a civilian population in St. Georges Field. 

London. ^ 

Despite its Whig loyalties, the Gazette that day 
printed the first words heard from tho other side. In a 
one -paragraph letter to Sdeo and Gill from the "Boston- 
Goal, “ Captain Preston thanked the inhabitants of tho town 
for "throwing away Party and Prejudice ... in Defence of 
ray injured Innocence" with its treatment of him. We shall 
see how the Whigs later used this letter to their own 
advantage. ^ 

That the Massacre evoked rapid response in 

neighboring communities was also reported by the Gazette. . 

It told of "neighboring Towns actually under Arms upon the 

first report of the Massacre." with "many Thousands of our 

brave Brethren in the Country" only waiting a signal to 

march upon Boston. The paper also printed the petition 

from Roxbury to Hutchinson supporting Boston®* demands for 

troop withdrawals— just one of several like it which 
21 

appeared. 

A week later the again devoted tho bulk of 

it# two pages to Massacre stories. First appeared a letter 
addressed to "friends" of the town in London informing then 
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of the "present miserable Situation, occasioned by the 
Exorbitancy of the Military Power ... long since 
stationed among us. * The letter also dealt with the other 
basic themes contained in the original Go.gq.fc to. article by 
blaming the soldiers for firing without provocation and 
tying the affair to the customs officials. With the 
letter, and clipped from the Essex , Gazette of March 13th, 
appeared an article by "A Whig” pledging armed support by 
1,500 Salem men, if needed. The paper also reported Carr's 
death in a black-bordered announcement accompanied by a 
coffin symbol, attributing it to the “Rage of the 
Soldiery. " 

Edos and Gill also printed in this issue the first 
Tory counter to the Whig assertion that the soldiers 
provoked the affair. An article told of persons 
gathering "Testimonies, " including one deposition accusing 
a boy in King Street of throwing a brickbat at the customs 
house. This article also reported the departure for 
England of customs officer John Robinson carrying deposi- 
tions which would show the town guilty of provocation. 

Those depositions would later form the basis for the Tory 
pamphlet „ A Pair Account ■* * - » which we shall discuss in 
Chapter V. 

Accompanying this story, however, was a contrasting 
one showing Whig activities of a similar nature. This 
article described other depositions being gathered, which 
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would definitely brand the soldiers as the aggressors. 

Like the Tory depositions# the article Indicated that these 

would also be sent to England. {They ultimately were, as 

the Whig pamphlet ft jshact jEfarrativig. Ja£ JAsJ2asi:ifl 

Maag&pre . .. . .) Each side was fighting to got its side 

22 

of the story to London first. 

On March 26th the Gazette again devoted two pages 
(the third straight week) to the Massacre. A Whig writer 
responded to the previous weak's Tory counter- argument by 
reiterating the sire and composition of the crowd (thirty 
to forty boys)# and complained of Robinson's departure with 
the Tory depositions# designed# ha said, to deceive the 
"Administration into believing t lie re was e threat to the 
customs house.” The Gazette then debased Robinson's 
character with an accompanying article about a young man of 
dubious character from Boston who recently took a new job 
in Mew York. The story claimed h© was previously 
Robinson's "Piiap and Procurer." In the same issue, Edes 
and Gill offered another Tory view of the affair, by 
printing a second deposition. In this one Angelo Michael 
Warwell provided an alibi for Kanwaring and his servant boy 
by claiming they were somewhere else at the time of the 
shootings. 23 

Gazette coverage of the Massacre continued in 
diminishing amounts for another three weeks . Soma stories 
were one or two “sente nee accounts announcing the hiring and 
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soiling of Captain Gardner *s schooner :iofc«oy . carrying the 
town’s story to London. Other longer articles complained 
of a do lay in Kanwaring *s trial and failure to arrest 

■>4 

others who had helped the soldiers.'* On April 2nd# 
however# the na«efctr= presented# in its only page ona 
account of the Massacre# another look at the standing array 
theme. In a reprint from the Hew Hampshire. Gazette 
(mistakenly identified as tho Por fcaiaeuth Gazette ) of 
March 12th# "Consideration" appealed for vengeance# and 
hoped tl»e Massacre served as an example that “Standing 
armies have ever proved themselves destructive to the 
Liberties of a people. ..." In a tirade full of refer- 
ences to "Blood of innocent Americans# '* he likened the 
Massacre to "horrid scenes of barbarity and murder 

committed by the tyrants of Rome." This article diffused 

2*5 

widely# a® we shall see. ' 

The Boston fiflUBfi tts went well beyond reporting the 
incident. Its coverage told a story of conspiracy between 
soldiers and customs commissioners# designed to subject the 
townspeople of Boston to the arbitrary will of outsiders. 
And if the people failed to submit# the Q& ZS2&X& showed them 
tho result — they would be murdered. The few stories 
offering a Tory view were overwhelmed in number# size, and 
polemics by tho Whig bias. 

Thomas and John Float's Raate n Evaning-Fost was the 
closest thing to a neutral newspaper printed in the city 
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during the Revolution. Schlesinger described it as 
"conscientiously and consistently” attempting to give equal 
coverage to both sides. And Yodelis' most recent study of 
Boston newspapers concludes that the goat did indeed pursue 
a course of printing both sides of the story. At the same 
time, however, both historians noted that, because of a 
greater amount of material provided by Whig writers* the 
paper publicised the Whig cause more than the Tory. 

Kothing illustrates this better than the Evening-Post * o 
coverage of the Massacre. 

The Fleets were the only Boston printers to put an 
account of the Massacre on page one. Like the Mews-Letter 
they set off their story with a row of large block dots 
across the column. This was choir only typographical 
eraphasis**~no coffins or black borders like the Gazette 9 s. 
The Fleets concentrated on reporting the incident by 

printing a story remarkably similar to that of the Gazette . 

27 

In fact, the accounts matched exactly in lino after lino. 

It appears they obtained thoir account from the same Whig 
source as Edos and Gill. While leaving no doubt as to what 
happened and who was at fault, the Evening-Post article did 
not contain either the polemic a I preamble about the threat 
of standing armies or the succeeding story about Manwaring 
and the firing from the customs house, which had appeared 
in the Gazette . The account thus included the Massacre 
itself, casualty list, and interchanges between the town 
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and Crown officials. It thanked "with Gratitude, the 

generous Sympathy" of adjacent towns and the colony in 

general for their support. Then it ended with this poem. 

summarizing the writer's concern for the victims* 

With Fire enwrapt, farcharged with sudden Death, 

Lo, the pois'd Tube convolves it's fatal Breath! 

The flying Ball with hoav'n directed Force, ... 

How Sfllflvtoll, AtJtaska. and MamcAsi* fell. 

While eschewing most references to a conspiracy, 

the EveiilngrPoat did toll its readers that the Massacre had 

been planned. Earlier in the account, following this 

anguished cry over the incidents 

How the* authors of the almost entire subversion of 
British Faith, British Liberty, Justice . Humanity and 
mutual Affection of all to all, can bear to read this 
tale, let others imagine! 

the Post made its single reference to a preconceived plan 

against the town by the soldiers, saying* 

An apprehension of a settled plan for a general if not 
universal massacre, from such barbarous outrages in 
conjunction with their former attacks and continued 
menaces, justly alarmed the peoples — The bells were 
set a ringing .... 

This account, coupled with the March 5th story about the 
previous altercations between soldiers and ropewalkers, 

gave Evening-Post readers a Whig picture of the affair. 

28 

The Fleets would do more. 

A weak later the joined the S&E&fcfcs. in 

emphasizing all three major Massacre themes. On that day 
the Fleets printed Boston's letter to England. They also 
printed a letter from a country gentleman to "his Friend in 
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Boston” asking for information about the Massacre. In his 

reply the "Friend" explained in sorts detail that the 

incident resulted fro in the introduction of standing armies 

into the city by those who believed the "people a 

licentious* factious and rebellious rabble* which their 

lordships the common soldiery must awe into peace and good 

order, . • .** The Post also credited itself and the 

Gazette with the most "authentic" accounts of the Massacre 

29 

"as could bo collected. * 

Over the next two weeks* the Post continued to 

emphasize the danger of troops living among civilians. On 

March 26 "A Whig" appeared* and in tho April 2nd issue* the 

Fleets printed "Consideration. " In each issue the Post 

also ran advertisements for a print* sold jointly by the 

Fleets and Edss and Gill* "containing a Representation of 

the late horrid Massacre in King-Street. " The print 

depicted the Massacre scene* showing soldiers under command 

of an officer firing upon the citizens while the victims 

30 

lay in tho street, blood running from open wounds. 

Although they printed fewer articles than Edes and 
Gill, and minimized the customs service conspiracy theme, 
the Fleets, nevertheless, displayed strong Whig sentiment 
in their Massacre coverage. If Tory material, such as the 
Gazette offered, was available to them, they made no 
attempt to balance thoir Whig view by px'inting it. 

Evening— Post readers* therefore, got only slightly less 
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Whig persuasion than GagetfcQ readers. 

One other Massacre account appeared in Boston on 
March 12 — in John Green and Joseph Russell’s Post-Boy . The 
Post-Boy , although considered a Tory organ, was basically 
timid and non-controveraial. It normally avoided politics* 

printing limited amounts of local news. It concentrated. 

31 

instead, on articles from England. 

Despite its disinclination tc get involved in local 
affairs, the Post-Boy covered the Massacre. Its account of 
the incident itself was identical to that which had 
appeared in the Mewa-ietter four days earlier. Following 
that. Green and Russell added funeral details and the 
series of messages and resolutions running back and forth 
between the town and Hutchinson (much the same as the 
GazfrttQ and Evening-Post of the same day) . The paper did 
not proas the story, however, breaking its coverage a week 
later with an account in which Boston thanked the towns of 
the colony for their support and “kind Concern they mani- 
fested for us in the late horrid Massacre by the 
Soldiers. . . . " 32 

Green and Russell's coverage was only partially in 
keeping with their reputation. Although they did not get 
deeply involved, what they did print presented a Vlhig view. 

Outside Boston one other newspaper published in 
Massachusetts at the time of the Massacre. In Salem, 

Samuel Ball printed his Whig paper. The Eaaey Gazette . 
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every Tuesday. Hall began his paper in 1768# printing it 
by himself until 1772 when he took in his brother# 

Ebenexer# as a partner. The paper changed its name to The 
Hew England Chronicle when it moved to Cambridge in the 
spring of 1775. 32 

In its Has 8 acre coverage the Sales. clipped 

its stories almost exclusively from the Costop Gazette . 

On March 13, Hall gave his readers the Boston Gazette * a 
entire account of the affair in two black-bordered pages. 
Salem responded, as we have seen# by readying its men to 
rush to Boston’s defense. "A Whig* also requested 
supporting resolutions from throughout "America, " and 
further asked that citizens prepare to "sacrifice their 
Lives in extirpating a profligate# licentious and blood” 
thirsty Soldiery. • . . ** 34 

Over the next four weeks# the Gazette treated its 
readers to additional examples of its Boston namesake's 
vituperative persuasion including Carr's death* 
“Consideration's** fear of standing armies, plus denu«cia~ 
tion of bail for Manwaring and the others accused of firing 
from the customs house. This last article pushed for a 
speedy trial* claiming the issue was being delayed. If 
innocent* it said* they should be released, if guilty# they 
should be "hanged. " 3 ^ 

In order to assist the reader in picturing the 
disparity between the amounts of Whig and Tory material 
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appearing in the newspapers* Table 1 has been prepared. 

From it can bo seen that the Massachusetts newspapers 
printed over four times as many articles favoring a Whig 
view of the incident as o Tory and neutral one. Through 
the preceding analysis of these articles, we have seen that 
the Whig accounts wore also much longer and partisan, thus 
intending to be more persuasive. There is little doubt 
that Massachusetts got and responded to Whig news of the 
"horrid Massacre." 



TABLE 1 

DIFFUSION OF NEWS STORIES RESULTING FROM BOSTON MASSACRE* 

POLITICAL BIAS BY COLONY * 



Bias 


Mass. 


Conn. 


N.Y. 


Pa. 


Va. 


S * C o 


Tsry 


6 


1 


2 


2 


1 


1 


Whig 


34 


19 


5 


22 


4 


7 


Neutral 


2 




3 


2 


1 


1 



\hia table shows number of stories one paragraph or 
greater in length which appeared in all newspapers up until 
coverage break in news deriving from the incident itself. 



Cor.aac.fciG.ufc 

Three newspapers were printed in Connecticut at the 
time of the Boston Massacre, on© in each of the major 
population centers. They all were Whig, and published by 
members of the largest family of printers in the colonies — 
the Groans. Thomas Green, in partnership with Ebenezer 
watson, produced the CQnr^CLfcl^ in Hartford until 
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1771 Whan Watson took it alone. Thomas and Samuel Green 
printed their tojtmectlcut Journal in Now Haven? while 
Timothy Green's N ew-Iondon Gage t to appeared in that town. 
Each paper printed throughout the period covered by this 
study, with Timothy Green changing the name of his to the 
Connecticut Gazette in December, 1773. 

The first mention of the Massacre in Connecticut 
appeared in the Connecticut Courant on Monday, March 12. 
Green and Watson received the information three days 
earlier "By an Express from Boston to New York, who went 
through this town on Friday last. ...” Their account 
stated that a "Number of Inhabitants’* had been killed 
"Opposite the Custom-House in King-street Boston" by fire 
from weapons of a "small Detachment of Soldiers," directed 
by a "Captain of the Regulars. " We shall later see this 
rider arrive in New York, where his news was handled some- 
what differently. In the same issue appeared an account, 
taken from the Boston Evening -Post, detailing the previous 
altercations between British soldiers and the ropowalkers. 
The Courant explained that "a more Particular Account of 

this tragical Affair must wait the Arrival of the Thursday's 

37 

Post from Boston. ..." 

When the regular post rider got to Hartford he must 
have brought Green and Watson copies of both the B&a&on 
GamfcfcsL and Sy<tningrg,Qat. of March 12, because on March 19 
the COUXMJOL combined those papers' original Massacre 
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articles into a single account. Without special typography 

the CQ uranfc gave its readers the Boston Gazette view that 

the "horrid Massacre" resulted from an unprovoked attack 

upon innocent townspeople by British soldiers acting in 

combination with customs officials in a plot to tyrannize 

them. As an extra. Green and Watson added the Evening” 

PasJt'a poem, but excluded Preston's jail letter. This was 

the first of three newspapers in the colonies to combine 

33 

Massacre stories from the Boston papers. 

The customs menace was not lost on at least one 
do.UJC.9ntk reader. In the same issue, under a March 13 
Hartford dateline, an anonymous local writer set forth his 
"Bream. " In it he envisioned the customs commissioners 
seized by Boston citizens and shipped to England in chains. 
The dreamer awaited the next post "For the Solution" to his 
vision. 39 

Green and Watson continued their coverage for three 

weeks in April after skipping the week of March 26. On 

April 2 the Gauc».nt used the Boston ..fewarJLddkter: as a source 

to tell about the Whig effort to get its side of the story 

to England before th® Tories; reprinted "Consideration" out 

of the Evening-Post ? and from the BOfLfcQh Gazattc.* complained 

of bail for Manwaring and th© others accused of firing from 

the customs house . Thus, Hartford readers got a Whig view 

of how and why th© Massacre occurred, even though Green and 

40 

Watson took their stories from a variety of sources. 
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New Haven citizens read about the Massacre on 
March 16. whan the gojmac.tic.ut Journal reproduced the 
entire B oston Gazette account, including Preston’s letter 
from the Boston jail. In the same issue the JKuixnali like 

the Cauriat# printed the fiv.Cfting~ftQ.flt article telling of 

41 

earlier troubles with the soldiers. After attesting, on 

March 23, to the credibility of their account (by quoting 

the E vaning-Poat * a opinion of the Gazatts * s coverage), the 

Greens reported on March 30- -again from the Boston 

Gazett e — that Boston had hired a ship “to carry to England 

a full Representation of the Tragical Affair. ..." 

For the remainder of its coverage (lasting through 

April 20) the Journ al continued to print stories out of the 

Boston Gazette stressing conspiracy between the soldiers 

and the customs officials. In an article on April 6, the 

&OUEBA1 explained that only boys had been on the street in 

front of the customs house , and any "ill** language that might 

have passed" was caused by the sentry’s harassment of them. 

This story also accused the customs commissioners of lying 

in their attempts to show a threat against the customs 

house. On April 20, the Jour nal told that a member of the 

Boston grand jury was upset because two persons guilty of 

helping the commissioners in the shooting had not been 
42 

arrested. 

In Hew London, Timothy Green told his readers on 
March 16 the Massacre was an unprovoked attack upon the 
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citizens of Boston as a direct consequence of stationing an 

army among them as a means of subjection. In reproducing 

the Bo at an .Gazette account# Green eliminated that portion 

tying the customs officials to tho act. He would bring out 

this aspect of the affair later. The few- London Gazette 

embellished its account with four black coffin symbols 

deleting# however# the initials originally placed upon them 

43 

by the Boston source. 

After reporting Carr's death in its next issue, the 
G azette , implicated the customs officials in the affair on 
March 30. That day the paper reprinted the EftStQJl.--Ga.ZSit.ta 
story which claimed they wore falsely trying to prove 
design upon the customs house with their deposition- 
gathering and sending of that story to England. Green 
accompanied this article with the account connecting 
Robinson with the pimp. A week later Green told his 
readers that four minor officials had been arrested for 
firing from the customs house. He got thi3 latter story 
from the ffawport (R.I.) ifero of April 2. which had 
obtained it from a man who had arrived "in Town from 
Boston. " In this ©ante issue the Gazette returned to the 

standing army theme by printing "Consideration" from tho 

44 

Boston Svaning-goat. 

By April 6 Mew London was responding to the news of 
the Massacre and its threat to liberty by soldiers. Along 
with “Consideration" Green printed a locally written 
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article “By a Friend to his Country* " citing the “innocent 

Blood . . . lately spilt in the Streets of Boston ... by 

the infernal Outrage and blood thirsty Measures of soma of 

the Soldiery . . . . ” Gazette coverage broke on April 20 

45 

with the "Grand Jury-Man" article. 

New London* Hartford, and Now Haven received the 

Whig side of the story* with one exception. Table 1 show© 

that Connecticut got a relatively larger dose than 

Massachusetts with only one short article out of eighteen 

giving an opposing view. Connecticut also responded to the 

news* as shown by Hart ford and New London writers. The 

eastern part of the colony would have displayed greater 

reaction in the Mew- Tendon nazfttte than it did if Green had 

had snore room to print "numerous Addresses from the Country 

Towns relative to the Non- Importation Agreement and the 

46 

late Massacre . . . . " 



JfexJXftck 

Political leanings of newspapers in New York 
reflected diversified sentiments in that colony. IWo* John 
Holt’s Ncm. u xa a l and the of James Parker 

possessed a strong Whig reputation. Hugh Gaina’s HsW-.YOJLli 
Mercury seemed to ride with the political tide, shifting 
from one side to the other as either party rose to power. 

On balance, however, it favored the Tories more than the 
Whigs. Holt, called the “Liberty printer" by John Adams, 
published throughout the period, as did Gaine. Parker died 
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in June* 1770, and the SoJ&rilQY was taken over by Samuel 
Ins lee and Anthony Car, Under these partners it survived 

A 

only until August, 1773. 1 

John Holt printed his original account on March 15 
from information he received from "an Express" who loft 
Boston on Wednesday, March 7, arriving in Hew York on 
Monday, March 12. This was probably the same rider who 
came through Hartford on Friday, March 9, providing the 
source for the Connagilciit CQur.anfc*a original account. Ho 
other Connecticut papers mentioned expresses, and the most 
direct route between Boston and How York is through central 
Connecticut. Time is also about right. The rider reached 
Hartford — about half-way to Kew York — in two days, taking 
something over four days for the entire trip. Additional 
messengers arrived in Hew York on the next two days. 

If the Boston Whigs hoped for a repeat of the 
"Journal of Occurrences" by feeding information to Hew 
York, Holt's first story failed to provide it. In a low- 
key factual account, he tried to dissuade his readers from 
faulting the soldiers for the incident, saying the rider 
"could not certainly tell the Reason, — whether they were 
assaulted, or too closely pressed, or were order'd to 
fire. ..." Holt's article, probably locally written, 
appeared in italics (a mark of a printer-written story) . 

It began by summarizing previous difficulties between 
Boston and the soldiers, than presented facts about the 
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incident. It ended with Hutchinson's decision to remove 
the troops. Bolt questioned the validity of his informa- 
tion or attributed it to the “Express" four times 

throughout hia story. He further detailed his policy of 

43 

neutrality in a note following the article. 

Holt's continued coverage did not match his reputa- 
tion as a devoted Whig, either. Although he printed 
articles about the Massacre for a month, ho limited the 
number to one or two per issue, following a basically 
neutral course by balancing those of Whig flavor with Tory 
views. 

The Journal did not directly mention the incident 
again for two weeks, although Holt did print, on March 22, 
a combination of Boston Gazette and E.yanlngr.gQat accounts 
of the Snider murder. However, he naver tied that affair 
to the Massacre. On March 29 the paper blamed the incident 
on the soldiers, but not through the medium of a Boston 
newspaper. Instead Holt printed, under a Philadelphia 
dateline, an "Extract of a letter from a Gentleman in 
Boston to his friend in this City, " which he clipped from 
the Eeimay±y.aiiia,J^hraaial& of March 19. This letter 
faulted the soldiers for firing without provocation, but 
made no effort to convince the Philadelphian that a plot 
existed. 

A week later the Journal fired its heaviest Whig 
shot by printing, from the Boston Gazette , the letter of 
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the town to England which sumiaarized Whig feelings about 
the conspiracy behind the Massacre, On April 12# however# 
the paper gave a Tory side. In that issue Holt produced an 
extract of a letter from Boston in answer to a request from 
a Hew York writer for information about tho incident. The 
letter tried to "show that the People of this Town# have 
not on all Occasions* been so innocent and free from 
Aggression# as they represent themselves. " It want on to 
tell of an “Outrageous Mob" harassing a sentry* who was 
defended by the soldiers. The letter characterised the 
shooting as the result of threats against the soldiers who 
feared for their lives. It further summarized the previous 
disturbances between soldiers and townspeople as caused by 
"The lower Sort of People# Whose Minds were poisoned to 
that End* instead of looking on the Soldiery as fellow 
Subjects and Countrymen. ** Thus did the "Liberty printer" 

50 

balance his books. Holt broke his coverage a week later. 

The other Whig paper in Hew York acted much the 
same way. Although only two issues of the Eos£3BQJ£ were 
available* they reveal similar neutral coverage of the 
Massacre. James Parker's first story appeared on March 19. 
It came from Draper's Boi.tanJi^&z3^tas:» Thus Parker 
opted for neutrality# when a Whig view of th® affair was 
available to him, if only through the information brought 
by the messengers from Boston. By April 2# Parker's 
coverage was down to on® paragraph. From the Boa&Q& 
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G azette , he printed the account of the town* a hiring of 
Captain Gardner's schooner to take its side of the story to 
London. Although it is possible that missing issues of the 
Post-Boy contained more extensive coverage* it seems 
unlikely considering what Parker printed in those issues 
examined. 51 

On the 8 ante day that Parker printed his first 

account# Hugh Gaine also went to the Boston ^wa-t^ttar for 

his story of the Massacre. At the same time he gave his 

readers background for the incident by using the loafcaii 

Evening -Post article concerning previous difficulties 

between the rope walkers and soldiers. By implication* 

then# the Mercury blamed the soldiers. The following week 

Gaine added little to his coverage as he again picked the 

Hew3~bettor as a source. On March 26* he reprinted the 

messages passing between Hutchinson and the town which 

resulted in troop withdrawals. To this he added Preston's 

52 

letter from the Boston jail — from the B oston Gaaett e. 

A week later the Mercury became more Whiggish. By 
printing (from the Boston Evening-Post) Boston's letter to 
London# Gaine introduced his readers to the idea of a 
conspiracy and the threat of a standing army to liberty. 

In an accompanying reprint from the £fla&. of an "Extract of 
a letter from Boston* * the Mercur y emphasised the Whig 
position that Boston Tories needed the array to awe the 
people into submission. Gain© ended his coverage of the 
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incident on April 16 with a on© -sentence announcement that 

Manwar ing had been indicted for murder. Be had presented a 

stronger Whig view of the Massacre than either of the 

53 

"Whig " newspapers. 

New York newspaper coverage is puzzling. Table 1 

shows that the three papers gave basically balanced 

coverage, and relatively little at that. Clearly# the 

printers ignored the bulk of the Whig polemics. In view of 

Hew York's long association with British troops (General 

Gage's headquarters was located there), and the recent 

Golden Hill altercation between Hew Yorkers and the 

soldiers, the question is why did the Whig papers downplay 

the Massacre? This study can not provide the answer, but 

Schlesinger has suggested that both Parker and Holt were 

under extreme pressure from British officials because of 

their past activities, particularly in supporting Alexander 

Me Doug all in writing against additional financing of 

54 

British troops stationed in New York. 

Pennsylvania 

Philadelphia, the largest city in the colonies at 
the time of the Massacre, with a population of about 
29.000. possessed five newspapers. Two printed in German, 
and are not included in this study. (See Appendix A.) 

The remaining three favored the Whigs, but to varying 
degrees. The strongest Whig paper was William and Thomas 
Bradford's Pennsylvania Journal. Like John Holt. William 
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Bradford had the reputation of a "Patriot printer." He was 
secretary of the Philadelphia Sons of Liberty. The 
£enn«yJL\Laciia, matched the wandering, argument ive 
character of its printer, William Goddard. Substantially 
Whig, the C3mmlfil& only lacked the Journal * a consistency. 
When Goddard was involved in his personal arguments with 
individuals on both sides of the political spectrum, the 
Chronicle focused on things other than the political 
situation. The Pennsylvania Gaaatfcs was Benjamin 
Franklin's old paper. Printed now by David Hall and 
William Sellers it supported the Whigs, though lac Icing the 
dedication of the Journal . 55 

The Chronicle published the first news of the 
Massacre in Philadelphia on March 19. Under a March 15 New 
York dateline, Goddard reprinted the Mow York Journal 
account of the incident, loss the final paragraph which 
told about the arrival of additional expresses in Mew York. 
This was probably the only account available to him at the 
time. Only a week had passed since the Gazette and 
Evening-Post articles had appeared in Boston — hardly 
sufficient time for them to travel the distance to Phila- 
delphia by postal service. But Goddard must have had the 
Boston papers of February 26, because ho printed a combina- 
tion of and articles about Snider's 

murder, which had not previously appeared in any 
56 



newspaper 
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Between this first account and his break in 

coverage Goddard made up for his modest beginning by giving 

his readers the same Whig story of conspiracy that Boston 

had received. On March 26 the Chronicle reprinted the 

March 5 Evening-Post account of troubles between the 

soldiers and ropewalkers. Following this came a combination 

Of GasattQ and Svaniag-goat original articles about the 

Massacre, including the introduction warning of the dangers 

of standing armies and the part tying the customs 

commissioners to the affair through their firing front the 

customs house. To this Goddard added the Post * b poem. 

Although the format of the Chronicle * a account was similar 

to that of the Connecticut Courant. the section implicating 

the customs officials contained information not included in 

the Connecticut paper's article. In fact, Goddard 

reprinted that portion of the story exactly as it had 

originally appeared in the Boston Gazette . Thus, he must 

have combined the two Boston accounts from their original 
57 

versions. 

Over the next five weeks, Goddard reprinted 
extensively the Boston Gaaette view of the affair. He gave 
his Chronicle readers “A Whig," "Consideration, * Boston's 
reply to Preston's jail letter, and actions of the Boston 
committee in taking "legal” testimonies proving the 
soldiers "aggressors. *’ On April 16 he showed what another 
Massachusetts town thought of the conspiracy between Crown 
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elements* The "Votes of the town of Abington*' included the 
opinion i 

That the troops (may they not more properly be called 
murderers) sent to Boston ... at the request of 
Governor Bernard to aid and protect the Commissioners 
of the Customs ... amount to an open declaration of 
war ... we are reduced to a state of nature, whereby 
our n atural -right of opposing force is again devolved 
upon us. 59 

Three days after the Chronicle first reported the 

Massacre, the Penaay, Iv.anla Journal began its five -week 

coverage of the affair by also printing a combination of 

Boston .aassttft and Evening-goat articles. This account 

included portions of the original Post story, which had not 

appeared previously. Thus the Bradfords, as Goddard was to 

do four days later, combined their story from the original 
59 

versions. 

Also like the Chronicle , the Journa l printed most 
of the strongly Whig articles from the Boston press. By 
the time Journal coverage broke, its readers knew the 
implications of the event through exposure to Whig themes. 
journal readers got Boston's letter to London on April 5. 
along with the town's version of deposition-gathering and 
its complaints regarding Robinson's departure for England 
with "false information." On April 12 they learned of the 
arrest and indictment of four customs officials for firing 
from the customs house (this was the Newport, R. X*« 
article which appeared earlier in the w»wtondon Gazette) 
and read "A Whig's" opinion of the threat of standing 
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armies. Finally, on April 26, the Jo urnal reported 
Boston's complaints about bail and delay of trial for those 
officials. 60 

By selective editing of their clippings. Hall and 
Sellers emphasized implication of the customs commissioners 
in the Massacre. Their Pennsylvania Gaz^ttR did not 
completely delete references to the danger of standing 
armies, but it subordinated this theme. Gazette coverage 
began on March 22 (the same day as the Journal 'el vith two 
Massacre stories. Under a Mew York dateline came the IkM 
York Journal account of the incident. It was followed, 
under "BQSTOM, March 12, “ by the Boston Gazette story 
without that paper's introduction about the threat of 
soldiers to civilians. This was the only paper to this 
point using the original Gazette article, which deleted the 
introduction. 

A week later, however, the Gazette addressed the 
earlier-ignored subject by reprinting "A Whig" under the 
original "SALEM, March 13" dateline. In that same issue 
Ball and Sellers told of troop removals and Carr's death by 
reprinting two Boston News-letter article© of March 15. 

Over the next three weeks the Gazette printed only three 
more Massacre stories, but each stressed tho link between 
the customs officials and the killings. Of the throe 
Pennsylvania newspapers, the gazette provided the smallest 
Massacre coverage, and the least polemical in terras of a 
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double conspiracy. “ 

As graphically depicted by Table 1. the Pennsyl- 
vania press provided its readers the fullest Massacre 
coverage outside Massachusetts. Each newspaper played the 
story about the way one might expect from its individual 
reputation. With the possible exception of the Gazette , 
the Pennsylvania press exposed its readers to the full 
spectrum of Massacre themes and coverage offered by the 
Boston Whigs. 



Virginia 

Virginia's newspaper situation was unique in 

America in that both newspapers printed in the colony 

during 1770 bore the same name — The Virg inia fiag&tfce. Only 

by reference to the printer could they bo separated. The 

Gazftttn of Alexander Pur die and John Dixon was older# 

having printed in Williamsburg since 1751. In 1766 Thojaas 

Jefferson and soon associates# concerned with limitations 

imposed upon free expression by this situation# brought 

William Rind to the capital to begin a second Virginia 

Gazette . So little has been written about these papers 

it is difficult and dangerous to attach a political label 

to each. At most# historians have considered them rnocer- 

63 

atoly Whig# with Kind slightly more so. 

Located at the southern end of the overland postal 
system# Williamsburg did not receive infonaation about the 
Massacre until nearly a month after it happened. When it 
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did# the newspapers gave spare coverage to the incident 
Rind printed the first news about the ©vent on March 29 
under a local dateline. Bis account reeds 
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Zt is reported that a fray happened lately at Boston# 
between some of the Inhabitants and some of the 
soldiers# and that the latter fired upon# end killed 
several of the former; whereupon a large number of the 
inhabitants rose, and (the report says) drove tha 
soldiers out of the town# and the Commissioners 
vanished nobody knew where. We hope there is no truth 
in this report# but if there is# a few days will clear 

it up. 

A week later both printers had received northern 
newspapers# and offered their readers substantially tha 
same picture of the Massacre — that of the ftoaton Gazette . 
The story Virginia readers got# while limited# showed the 
"dangerous consequences” of standing armies as it blamed 
the soldiers for shooting down innocent civilians without 
reason. Both papers deleted that portion of the story 
telling of firing from the customs house. Mo other papers 
played the story in this manner. Thus# in their first 
stories# the only reference each Gazette made to involve** 
raent of the customs officials in the affair was to say# 

H . . .To the Commissioners ... are we indebted as the 
procuring cause of the military power in this capital. ” 
This single clause appeared in the introduction. 

Rind chose to emphasize the soldiers* militancy by 
accompanying his account with an article about the previous 
difficulties between troops and ropewalkers. This lie got 
from the Boston Hows- Latter of March 8. By contrast# 
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Purd ie and Dixon tied the incident more closely to the 

customs officials* Along with their Massacre story they 

printed the Boston .Evening -Post account of Snider's murder. 

Two weeks later they came back to tho standing army threat 

with "A Whig. " This April 19 article ended Massacre 

coverage in tha two Virginia Cassette s. Table 1 shows that 

Virginia coverage, though limited, favored a Whig view of 
65 

the Massacre.’' 

South .gsaaaliaa 

South Carolina possessed three newspapers during 

the period. All published in Charleston (called Charles- 

Town then) . the fourth largest city in the colonies. The 

ScotthL J^QXiniL -Gfiaatts. of Peter Timothy was the strongest 

Whig paper in the South. Timothy, like Benjamin Edes in 

Boston and William Bradford in Philadelphia, participated 

actively in Whig affairs. Ke served as secretary to the 

South Carolina assembly during the early 1770’ s. Charles 

Crouch founded his South Carolina Gauntry- Journal as an 

organ of dissent against the Stamp Act. It continued to 

support the Whigs throughout the Revolution. The ffouth 

fiftCQ.3Jju^..and. toxic aa of Robert wells 

66 

favored the Tories. 

with overland travel to South Carolina hampered by 
lack of roads through the swanks below Virginia, no postal 
rider serviced the colony. Sews from the north came 
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irregularly by ship. As a result Timothy and Wells geared 

their publishing to arrival of ships. Although each had a 

normal printing day (Timothy on Monday, Wells on Friday) , 

as often as not each did not publish than. The two papers, 

therefore, appeared as "Supplements," "Postscripts," and 

"Additions" on various days of the week. Crouch usually 

stuck to a regular day — Tuesday. When ship arrivals were 

sparse, all three papers appeared with pages full of 
67 

advertising. 

Wells was innovative in his presentation of 
American news, lie habitually clipped and pasted verbatim 
major addresses, letters, resolutions, and proceedings, but 
summarized daily happenings. He rewrote much material, 
often placing events from other colonies under a 
"Charlestown" dateline. 

On April 4, 1770, Captain Jesse Hunt's sloop Ho pe 
arrived in Charleston harbor out of New York — the first 
ship from the north in a week. It brought several northern 
newspapers, thereby providing the first news of the 
Massacre to South Carolina. Timothy responded the next day 
with one of the strongest displays of Massacre coverage 
outside Massachusetts. The South Carolina Gazette devoted 
pages one and two to the incident, bordering its columns in 
heavy black lines under a blackened colophon. Timothy 
reprinted the entire Boston Gazette account of the affair, 
adding the Evening-Post poem at the end. Along with the 
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story he printed a combination of £&Z£Lt£& and Syfc nipgz2QBL 
accounts of the ear. liar disturbances involving the soldiers 
and townspeople. A staunch Whig printer thus laid the full 
Whig story of conspiracy before his readers in a single 
package. But# with exception of a one -sentence announce- 
ment on May 17 of L'benosser Richardson’s trial for Snider*® 
murder# Timothy dropped the story with his initial 
effort. 68 

On the following day# April 6# Robert Wells 
summarised# in two short paragraphs# tho previous disturb- 
ances and the incident itself# plus Robinson's and the 
troops' departure from the town. He twice credited New 

York as his source, saying# “Advices from Mew York inform 

69 

us . . . " and later# “they write from Sew York." 

Crouch came out with a "Supplement” to his Country 

.Journal on Saturday, April 7# to tell the Massacre story as 

strongly as Timothy. The Journal 's columns were black- 

bordered on pages one and two# and Crouch displayed the 

coffin symbols — complete with embellishments — as they had 

appeared in the Boston Gaaette original. His account was 

similar to Timothy's# but he added Preston's letter from the 

Boston jail and a report from the Boston. NewsrliU t tor of 

March 15 tolling of Carr's death. Unlike Timothy, however. 

Crouch printed only one paragraph of the Snider affair as 

70 

an introduction to his Massacre story. 



Crouch continued his coverage a little longer than 
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Timothy. On Kay 8, he reprinted-- under a Boston dateline — 
that town's letter of conspiracy to England. Little 
information was coming from the north at this time. 
According to ship lists, only two vessels had arrived in 
Charleston during the two-week period prior to the appear- 
ance of this article. They both docked on April 30 — one 
from Philadelphia, the other from New York. This probably 
accounts for the spotty and limited coverage by both Whig 
printers. Crouch also printed the results of Richardson's 
trial on May 17. Nearly two months later, on July 3. he 

added the Boston Gazette version of "Consideration *o" 

71 

bloody warning of the threat of standing armies. 

Charleston's newspapers lived up to their reputa- 
tions* printing about as much material as was available to 
them. And South Carolina readers received a stronger Whig 
view of the Massacre than the quantities shown in Table 1 
reflect. No other city got the graphical display from two 
newspapers that the South Carolina Gazette and the COilliiXy 
Journal provided — not even Boston. 

Kami saasy. 

The amount of coverage newspapers gave to the 
Boston Massacre varied considerably among the colonies. As 
might be expected, the Massachusetts press paid most 
attention to the incident, as three newspapers followed the 
affair for a month or more. Although the total number of 
articles appearing in Pennsylvania and Connecticut was less 



_i . i »v« * ‘ ' *«n - «■ ■ *<' ‘V* tl ~ 

J: i_j J * i ■» a* > O'-: cX »*ovoS • 

. ) r -v*J.i, iZ-mrG ' 1 i 1 ^ -i «- 

^ ; v , jr • -» w j : , vZ**0 « i ? ' •’“* •$ . :l i . ’.Qusii 

. <T.$ O - - • <if *■*-•-'-»-* '-** JS*' ?u^0 

i . f - i _ . f *< l V >* ’ •**t 3t *==■“•* 

e .«*■' .•■.■.* . i-rfj -- ♦ ~*sl U-.< • o'l 

■ X. { -r- : . „ I *>® \ - ?•-*"& tj’l .* *OTS* 

■ _;4/i -X • i e»tL « ' Hfc'* ■ '* '*> *• tnxiq 

4 ' r , j . t . . « , ''i— : \ i « f Y 5t& 

. v .*■ 4 ■ ** ’ 

1 - .* .n -.••*; J* *. ?*-v3: *r -i - :■ i-*'*** f 4 ®I*< 

: j v ■ o • 1 . r.j- .• , • .i r-r -or 

. •■ • * -iv » ■■ i -• ■•- ----- P* »• •• 

yJ.jTi ; t , • ' ■». .• ; «- . i .’I/' t 

alO^t •. r ^ <X in* > — * '*•*" w ' • * *' • ” 

,. • 4 • *j », C| :j •q*-n •••‘-'J .'X- t. •-:»'• .* » -• ■- 

< rfit.*.* • . . ~i ■ in.! 1 'i-** • - ’ ••riJ * 

,4 ■.«►** - 1 

r. -* ; . ; • ,<%-■* •f'i»t*VV- *‘'1 ■JU'-'vwil’ ?»»' •' 

, -v. v ■ rr.*tx i«* ,i >•-•' .'<¥ » -- - '*■ • «Ci:iOJ 

i. «■ :.*r -»■ .* .• ■ .• »?»" '*3 *- 

, ^i*X ' i , .q- .-»• . »<■■'; «•* . .? -<iJ o-' r 

.• > *5. J , ’.••;■ I-. -> 1 *- ■?.*-* ■ •• 1 lijl'i* -1 "* • 4 

- s -.„. <a . u - iovs ■.« ■ -vs f • . • .»« 



than in Massachusetts# newspapers in both colonies reported 
the event for five weeks. Bsw York# where heavy coverage 
raight also have boon expected, fell far boiow its 
neighbors. ISfewspaporo in th© South provided less coverage 
of th® Massacre than those of any other section. The 
Virginia press printed about the sane amount as Now York, 
while South Carolina provided only slightly more. 

A V/hig view of the Massacre dominated in all 
colonies except Kow York, where overall coverage came close 
to being neutral. Massachusetts, Connecticut, and 
Pennsylvania got full exposure to throe basic tharreoa pro- 
pounded by 5?hig writers: the Massacre was the direct result 
of Britain*® unlawful act in stationing an army among 
civilians in time of peace; fault for th© incident lay 
completely with the soldiers who had preplanned a slaughter 
of the townspeople; and th© affair grGW out of a sinister 
conspiracy between customs officials and the army to force 
Boston's submission to illegal laws. Of those three 
themes, the last drew least attention in the press. 

For the most part Itew York newspapers avoided 
taking sides. Although their accounts did blame tho 
soldiers for the killings, tliay made no reference to a 
premeditated plot for murder and minimi sad the idea of a 
dark conspiracy against liberty. By contrast, in tho small 
number of articles they printed, newspapers in Virginia and 
South Carolina emphasized the inherent dangers of a standing 
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army and exposed the Whig concept of a preconceived plan to 
murder innocent civilians. While the number of articles 
newspapers in each of the southern colonies printed was not 
significantly greater than that of New York's, the tone was 
considerably more polemical. 

Except for a few articles, accounts of the Massacre 
appearing outside Massachusetts derived from stories 
printed in the Bay Colony's newspapers. However, only in 
the case of the major articles appear ing in the week after 
the killings was it shown that printers in other colonies 
clipped directly from the Massachusetts source. Mot only 
did the Boston Gazette lead the way in publicising the 
event in Massachusetts, but it provided a majority of 
stories printed in other colonies. While it presented the 
strongest Whig view of the incident, it also printed the 
bulk of the limited Tory response which claimed the 
soldiers* actions were self-defensive. Thus, most of tike 
small number of Tory articles that diffused also came from 
the Gazette . For those newspapers that offered neutral 
views, the Ncws-I^ttor usually provided the source. 

Several newspapers did not report the Massacre in a 
manner consistent with their established political reputa- 
tions. In Massachusetts, the pro-Tory aowa-i/itter printed 
mostly Whig-biased material. And. while historians claim 
neutrality for the Sve , ning-Poff t . that paper printed Whig 
accounts exclusively. Among Hew York newspapers, the 
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pro-Whig Journal and Poat~hQY not only paid scant attention 
to the Massacre, but eschewed most of the Whig argument 
about tile affair. This, despite Boston Whig efforts to get 
the news to hew York as quickly as possible by special 
messenger. As the Whig papers were minimising the 
Massacre, the pro-Tory Mew Yor k Mercury provided the 
strongest Whig view to appear in that colony. 

At least three colonies initially received word 
about the Massacre from interpersonal sources. Hartford, 
Connecticut, and Hew York City got it from the same 
"express" in four and seven days, respectively, from the 
time of the killings. Virginia heard about it from an 
unidentified source in twenty-four days. Other than these 
initial reports and an occasional letter, all news came 
from newspapers delivered by the postal service. From time 
of publication in a Massachusetts paper, news took from 
four to six days to get to Connecticut (depending upon the 
city) , ten days to Hew York, fourteen days to reach 
Philadelphia, and a month to Virginia. Sea service to 
Charleston. South Carolina, was irregular. Some articles 
appeared there in about a month, while at least one 
required two months for publication. Those times compare 
favorably with those contained in Andrew’s study of news 
diffusion . 72 

newspapers also showed reaction to news of the 
Massacre. Towns all over Massachusetts erupted in 
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indignation and pledged support to Boston in that city's 
efforts to rid itself of the soldiers. Connecticut 
citizens we re also aroused to comment on the affair. 

Beyond an occasional letter of inquiry from Now York and 
Pennsylvania, however, the New England colonies were the 
only ones in which public recognition of the incident 
appeared in the press. 

By the time the South Carolina Country Journal 
printed the final article in its initial coverage of the 
Massacre* Boston newspapers had begun printing a second 
phase of the overall story. The next chapter focuses on 
the trials for murder of Captain Preston* the soldiers, 
and the four men accused of firing from the customs house. 
These trials canoe about in late 1770. but wore preceded in 
the press by several other significant accounts referring 
to the Massacre. We begin with those. 
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FOOTNOTES TO CHAPTER II 



Jensen, £aunding. pp» 225-23. Numerous works 
exist which tell this story. Among older books* Charles M. 
Andrews* The Colonial Background of the American Revolution 
(New Haven: Yale University Press* 1931) remains an 
excellent overview. Among newer works* G. B. Warden* 

Boston 1689-1776 (Boston: Little* Brown and Company* 1970) 
is particularly applicable to circumstances in Boston* 
while the first five chapters of Zobol* Massac re* best show 
how the local situation af footed the event. Jensen is most 
often cited hare* because his is the newest and best 
general study of the period. 

2 

Jensen* ibid . * pp. 242-43* 283-37. 

3 Ibid. * PP. 281-82. 

4 Jbid.* pp. 288-91. 334-35? James T. Adams* 
Revolutionary flaw England* 1691-1776 (Boston: Atlantic 
Monthly Press* 1923)* pp. 374-75? John Shy. Toward 
Lexington (Princeton. N. J.: Princeton University Press* 
1965). pp. 97* 112* 238? Bailyn* Ideological Origins* 
pp. 112-15. 

5 Jensen, JEoumilng.* p. 292? John C. Miller, Si5m 
Adams: Pioneer in Propaganda (Stanford* Calif.: Stanford 
University Press, 1966) , pp. 168-69? Adams, New England , 
p. 374. 

^Warden* Boston, p. 210? Jensen* JBoanslin». P- 245? 
Yodelis* "Paper War, " p. 442? Schle singer , Prelude , 
p. 312. Yodelis and Schlosinger credit cooper’s 
identification to Harbottle Dorr* a Whig sympathizer and 
Boston shopkeeper who collected and annotated copies of 
the Bos-toxi Jg.aaa.t te and Evening-Pos t throughout the period. 
Arthur M. Schle singer, “Propaganda and the Boston 
Newspaper Press* 1767-1770, H Colonial Society of Massachu- 
setts, Publications. XXXII (1937), 407-10. 

7 BNL* Feb. 22, 1770. p. 3, Mar. 1, p. 3? BG* 

Feb. 26, 1770, p. 3, of Supplement? BEP, Feb. 26, 1770* 
p. 3. 

8 BG, ifeid? BEP. ibid? Zobel. mssssxsi. pp. 164-79. 
gives a full account of the incident. 
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9 BG, Mar. 5# 1770, p. 2; BSP, Mar. 5, 1770, p. 3. 

10 BG, p. 3? BNL, Mar. 8, 1770, p. 1, of 

Postscript; Zobel, &&aaQCJtii» pp. 180-84. 

1:L Lyman H. Butterfield (ed.), 

B.iQgxJaphy ,Qf .JohsuMaaos, Vol. Ill (Cambridge, Mass, a 
Belknap Press of Harvard University Press, 1961), p. 292. 

12 

Shipton, Thoma s, p. 17; Schlesinger, Prelude , 
p. 104; Yodelis, "Paper War," pp. 458-69. 

i3 BC, Mar. 8, 1770, p. 3. 

14 BC, Mar. 19, 1770, p. 3; Schlesinger, Prelude , 
pp. 104-08; John Alden, "John Mein; Scourge of Patriots." 
Colonial Society of Massachusetts, Publications . XXXIV 
(1937-1942) , 571-99. is a short biography of Mein, and 
accounts for his joining the Tory lists. 

15 

Isaiah Thomas, Tha. .IlisUay oi .Printing, la 
Americ a. Vol. II (2d ed.; Albany, X. Y.s Joel Munscll, 
1874), p. 58; Yodelis, "Paper War," pp. 59-79; 

Schlesinger, Prelude , p. 94; BBL, Mar. 8, 1770, p. 1, of 
Postscript; Andrew, “hows Dissemination," p. 112, 
erroneously identified the earliest Massacre accounts in 
the Boston papers as appearing on March 12. The Mewa~ 
Latt e y and Chronicle accounts of March 8 wore first. 

16 BNL, Mar. 15, 1770, pp. 3, 5. 

17 BHL, Mar. 22, 1770, p. 3, Mar. 29, p. 3. 

■^Davidson, Prop a g anda, pp. 227-28; Schlesinger, 
"Stanp Act," p. 73; Emery, Press , p. 100; Warden, Sfl&fc&U. 
p. 210; Butterfield (ed.). Mama P.t&Cy, X, P* 343? 

Yodelis, "Paper War," pp. 446-47; BEP, Apr. 29, 1771, p. 4. 

19 

BG, Mar. 12, 1770, pp. 2-3; Jensen, 
p. 318. St. Georges Field Massacre occurred when Scottish 
soldiers fired into a mob of rioters outside King's Bench 
Prison, London, killing five or six persons. The mob was 
demanding release of John Wilkes who was closely identified 
with American Whigs. For an account of this relationship 
see Pauline Maier, "John Wilkes and American Disillusion- 
ment with Great Britain," William and Mary Quarterly. 

3d ser., XX (July. 1963), 373-95. 

20 8G, Mar .12, 1770, p. 3. 

21 Ihjd . 
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22 BG, Mar. 19, 1770, pp. 2“ 3. 

23 BG, Mar. 26, 1770, pp. 2~3. 

24 BG, Apr. 9, 1770, p. 3, Apr. 16, p. 2. 
25 BG. Apr. 2, 1770, p. 1. 



26. 



Davidson, Pro paganda , p. 228; Schlesinger , 
Prelud e . p. 285; Yodel is, "Paper Wax," pp. 100-13, is 
thorough measurement combining content analysis with 
printers and subscribers statements. 



27 

Andrew, "News Dissemination, " pp. 112-13, 
mistakenly says the a&s&tt©. and Ea&aiag.: rffoat articles 
matched “word for word." Though close, they are not exact, 
and each contains paragraphs not in the other. 

23 BEP, Mar. 12, 1770. pp. 1-2. Mar. 5, p. 3. 

23 EEP, Mar. 19, 1770, pp. 2“3. 

30 

BEP, Mar. 26, 1770. p. 4, Apr. 2, pp. 2. 4. Two 
engravings of the Massacre scene were done in America and 
shipped to England where they were combined into one as a 
cover for the Whig pamphlet A Short narrative ... ... . . 

Paul Revere ’ e is the bettor known of the two, but Henry 
Pelham’s was entitled "Fruits of Arbitrary Power." Thus 
it is probably the one to which this advertisement 
referred. The Fleets and Edes and Gill sold Revere '» also. 
For a full account of the Massacre prints, see Clarence S. 
Brigham, MMUlL ■Rav.ac&.’.a BnarJadLngg. (New York: Athene urn, 
1969), pp. 52-73. 



31 

Schle singer , Prelude , p. 133? Yodelis, "Paper 
War, " p. 347. 

32 BPB. Mar. 12. 1770. p. 3. Mar. 19, p. 2. 

33 

Davidson, Propaganda, p. 229? Schle singer. 
JBX^LusSa. p. 95? Thomas, Eriutlag. I. p. 177, II, p. 74; 
Brigham, Bibliography. I. 394. 353. 

34 EG, Mar. 13, 1770, pp. 2-3. 

35 KG, Mar. 20. 1770, p. 1. Mar. 27. p. 3. Apr. 3, 
p. 2, Apr. 10, p. 3. 

36 

Davidson, JExcsagjMa. p. 229? Schlosinger, 
Brslufia. pp. 57, 109? Thomas, Printing,. I# pp. 184-91, xi, 
pp. 85-91? Brigham. Bibliography.. I. pp. 22. 43, 53. 
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37 CC. Mar. 12. 1770, pp. 2-3. 

38 CC. Mar. 19. 1770. pp. 1-3. 
ttiiti* « p* 4. 

40 CC, Apr. 2, 1770, p. 3. Apr. 9. p. 3. Apr. 16, 
pp. 1. 3. 

4 *CJ, Mar. 16. 1770, pp. 2“4. 1 of Supplement. 
Andrew, "Mews Dissemination, “ pp. 113, 118, erroneously 
states that this account was "embellished with additional 
details interspersed in the original Boston text. " This is 
not the case. Zt was reprinted nearly verbatim with only 
an occasional word change. 

42 CJ, Mar. 23, 1770, p. 4, Mar. 30, p. 4, Apr. 6, 
pp. 1-2, Apr. 20, p. 3. 

43 NLG, Mar. 16. 1770, pp. 2-3. 

44 

NIC, Mar. 23, 1770, p. 2, Mar. 30. p. 2. Apr. 6, 

p. 2. 

Apr# b# 1770# p« 3# Apr# 13# p# 2 # Apr# «£0# 

p# 2* 

46 NDG. April 13. 1770. p. 2. 

47 

Schlesingor, Prelude , pp. Ill, 285; Davidson. 
Prop a ganda , pp. 229-30; Sidney Pomerantz, “The Patriot 
Newspapers and the American Revolution, *' in The Lra of .the 
American Revolution, ed. by Richard B. Morris (New York* 
Columbia University Press, 1939) , p. 309; Brigham, 
Bibliography. X. pp. 636. 639, 655. 



48 

a NYJ, Mar. 


15. 


1770, 


p. 3. 
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NYJ. Mar. 


22, 


1770. 


p. 2. Mar. 29, 


p. 1 of 


Supplemo nt . Apr . 5 , 


pp. 


1-2. 






50 

NYJ. Apr. 


12. 


1770, 


p. 8, Apr. 19, 


p. 2. 


Si NYPB. Mar 


. 19, 


1770 


, p. 2, Apr. 2. 


p. 3. 


52 NYM. Mar. 


19. 


1770. 


pp. 1-2. Mar. 


26, p. 1. 



53 HYM. Apr. 2. 1770. p. 2. Apr. 16, p. 3. 
54 

Schlesingor, Prelude, pp. 113-17. 
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55 Sidney Kobre, She. ItaV&iQgflafiDt ftf th^ Coloaial 
Newspaper (Pittsburgh! Colonial Press, Inc., 1944), 
pp. 149-55; Schlesinger, Prelude , p. 285; Davidson, 
Propaganda , pp. 230-31; Thomas, Pointing, I, pp. 243-44, 
II, pp. 136-39. 

56 PC, Mar. 19, 1770, p. 2. Andrew/, “News Dis- 
semination, " p. 114, erroneously says the first Philadel- 
phia coverage appeared on March 22. 

L>7 PC, Mar. 26, 1770, pp. 1-4. 

58 PC, Apr. 2, 1770, p. 2, Apr. 16, pp. 1, 4. One 
or two- sente nee articles also appeared on April 23 and 30. 

59 

PJ, Mar. 22, 1770, pp. 3, 1 of Supplement. 
Andrew, "News Dissemination, ** pp. 114-15, attributes the 
source of this story as the Sonnegtic ut.,jQ,umal. This is 
incorrect; the Connecticut Journal account came only from 
the Boston (See note 41) 



Apr. 



p. 2. 



60 PJ, 


Mar. 


28, 


1770, 


p. 2, Apr. 5, 


p. 2 


, Apr. 


26, 


p. 2 


of Supplement 


61 pg, 


Mar. 


22, 


1770, 


pp. 1-3. 


62 pg. 


Mar. 


29, 


1770, 


p. 2, Apr. 5, 



pp. 1-2, 



p. 2, Apr. 



19, 



63 

Davidson, iXQpaaand&. pp. 231-32; Kobre. 
jsayapfljaftr, p« 147; Thomas, gristing, i» pp. 335-36, n, 
pp. 163-64; Brigham, Bibliography, II, pp. 1159, 1161. 



64 VG(R), Mar. 29, 1770, p. 2. Andrew, "News 
Dissemination, ** p. 115, wrongly states that the first 
Virginia story appeared on April 5. 



65 VG(R), Apr. 5, 1770, pp. 2-4; VG(PD), Apr. 5. 
1770, pp. 2-3, Apr. 19, pp. 2-3. Andrew, "He wo Dissemina- 
tion, " p. 115, mistakenly attributes the source for Rind’s 
article as having been "reprinted from the M*w Haven 
version that had been published in the Pennsylvania 
Journal . " We have already seen that the Pennsylvania 
Journal article was a composite; therefore it could not 
have come from the Connecticut paper. (See note 59) It is 
possible that the Virginia accounts derived from the 
Connecticut source, but editing precludes positive 
verification. The most that can be said is they 
originated in the BQgfcPft C.asq.tfcfi.. If there was inter- 
mediate reprinting, it cannot be established. 
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8 Schlasingor, Prelude , pp. 79, 126, 285; 
Davidson, gjg.ppasap.dfi. PP- 232-33; Thomas, EdLntAjQg.. I, 
pp. 343-45. II. pp. 170-73. 

Thomas, Printing. I, pp. 170-71. My research 
substantiates Thomas' statements. SCG. Mar. 14, 1771, is 
only one example of an issue filled with advertising. 

68 SCG, Apr. 5. 1770, pp. 1-2, May 17, p. 3. 

69 SCAG. Apr. 6. 1770, p. 2. 

70 SCCJ, Apr. 7. 1770, pp. 1-2. 

71 SCCJ, May 8. 1770, p. 2, May 17, p. 3, July 3. 
p. 2. For ship arrivals see Marine lists in SCCJ, May 1 
«md May 8. 

72 

See Chapter I, note 35. 
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CHAPTER III 



HEWS PAPERS ARGUE MURDER OR SELF-DEFENSE : 

SUMMER# 1770-WIHTER# 1771 

Ironically, on the name day of the killings in 
Boston, Lord North acted in England to remove part of the 
source of colonial discontent that had led to the Massacre* 
On March 5, 1770, he recommended repeal of all provisions 
of the revenue portion of the Town she nd Acta except the 
duty on tea. Political in-fighting in England coupled with 
American opposition to the Revenue Act in the form of non- 
importation and inability of British colonial officials to 
enforce the act resulted in revokeroant a month later. This 
situation produced what one historian has called “a 
collapse" in American resistance to Great Britain which was 
to last for over two years. 

Although non- importation contributed much to Great 
Britain's decision to repeal the Revenue Act, the internal 
fight in America over the policy tended to polarise 
sentiments there into opposing Whig and Tory cairps. Mo 
unity of purpose similar to the opposition to the Stamp Act 
was present in the struggle against the Tow ns he nd duties. 
Much internal resentment to non-importation existed, 
particularly among merchants who were adversely affected by 
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the agreement. Actions of Samuel Adams and his Whig 
partisans in forcing through non-importation did not sit 
well with many influential Americans* who looked upon the 
activities of the mure radical elements as beneath them. 

Mob action was not universally accepted by this segment of 
the society either. Many felt that violent activities 
would alienate Britain rather than wring concessions from 
her.* 

Different public reaction to the Boston Massacre 
illustrated this growing internal division among Americans. 
The Whigs thought it epitomized British tyranny* while 
Tories believed it the culmination of agitation by a 
lawless mob against legally constituted government. Before 
the period of malaise could take full effect in Boston* 
that city had to resolve the guilt or innocence of those 
accused of the killings. 

Following the affair, a combination of pressure 
from the Boston town mooting, led by Samuel Adam3* and 
support from communities throughout Massachusetts forced 
Lieutenant-Governor Hutchinson to withdraw the British 
troops from the city. He initially ordered out only the 
29th Regiment, whose iaan had been involved directly in the 
incident. A Sew days later, however, faced by an aroused 
countryside plus Adams* demands backed by several thousand 
men in Boston, Hutchinson withdrew the 14th as well. This 
action reduced tension somewhat, but the Whig leaders were 
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not content. They next pressed for a speedy trial of 
Preston* the soldiers, and those accused of aiding them by 
firing from the customs house . ^ 

Hutchinson faced a difficult situation. He had to 
obtain a fair trial for the accused men when the explosive 
situation and temper of the people threatened their safety 
and fair treatment. He believed it essential to postpone 
the trials until the "heats on the minds of the people 
should abate." In this Hutchinson was supported by Tories 
in the colony including his friend Israel Williams, who 
wrote him stating the Massacre showed the society was 
"degenerating fast." with this backing by prominent 
Tories* Hutchinson resisted Whig demands* and delayed the 
trials for over six months. Then* too* he was able to 
separate the proceedings against Preston from those of the 
soldiers. Preston finally came to trial on October 24. 
1770, with the enlisted men following a month later on 
November 27. Man waring and the others were tried last* 

3 

during the second week in December. 

John Adams was among those who believed the 

Massacre "had been intentionally wrought up by designing 

Men, who knew what they were aiming at better than the 

4 

instrument employed." His dislike of extrema measures 
coupled with a desire to see Boston provide the defendants 
as fair a trial as possible caused Adams to join with a 
second prominent Whig* Josiah Quincy* in representing 
Preston and the soldiers. Quincy likewise felt they were 
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entitled to the best possible defense. 

Witnesses* testimony followed the basic arguments 

which had previously been established by both the newspaper 

accounts of the affair and opposing Whig and Tory 

pamphlets t ft Shor,t..,liftg£ativ.e...t,..» l ,« and ft, gait^acgpmr.t, • 

Preston simply denied he ordered his men to fire. Evidence 

left sufficient doubt that he issued the command, and he 

was acquitted. Quincy and Adams based their defense of the 

soldiers on the premise that they were sufficiently 

threatened by the mob to fear for their lives* thus firing 

in self "’defense. This# coupled with the fact that only two 

of the soldiers could bo positively identified as having 

shot a specific individual* resulted in acquittal for six 

and a verdict of manslaughter for the remaining two. 

Juries composed of all men from the country in the case of 

the soldiers end six each from country and city (the latter 

identified with Tory sentiments) may have helped the 

defendants. By invoking "benefit of clergy" (a plea for 

mercy) the guilty soldiers were sentenced to branding on 
5 

the thumb. 

In the trial of those accused of firing from the 
customs house* the only evidence to support the charge was 
the testimony of the servant boy. When he was proved to 
have been elsewhere on the night of the killing* the jury 
acquitted the four without leaving their scats.' 



The trials wore a shock for the militant Whigs 
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Samuel Adams launched a three-month campaign in the Boston 

Gazette in an attempt to persuade the people of the 

"miscarriage of justice." This in turn led Hutchinson to 

complain that Adams was "trying the Soldiers over again" in 

the press. Despite the outcome of the trials* Hutchinson 

felt the continued Whig exhortations caused the greater 

part of the people in Massachusetts to believe the 

acquittals unjust* and the killings continued to be known 

7 

as "a horrid Massacre." 

ttowa C,pyar.aqQTfiginoxaX 

Continued coverage of the Massacre by newspapers 
from the break in initial coverage of the incident through 
the aftermath of the trials may be divided into three 
periods* hereafter referred to as pretrial* trial* and post** 
trial. During the pretrial period (roughly beginning at 
the end of April) newspapers presented basic Whig and Tory 
positions regarding blame for the Massacre. Whig argument 
stressed the threat of standing armies to liberty and a 
preconceived plan by the soldiers to murder the townspeople 
of Boston. The Whigs dropped the theme of a double 
conspiracy involving the customs officials. Except for a 
brief moment in 1773* this theme does not reappear in 
writings about the Massacre. Tory material emphasized the 
town *s hostility toward the military, while absolving the 
soldiers from blame for the killings by stressing the self- 
defensive nature of their action. The English press 
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provided the source for roost of this give and fake. 

Colonial writers contributed only on® of four major 
articles which appeared in the colonial newspapers at this 
time. 

While the trials were in session (trial period) * 
newspapers mainly reported the proceedings in neutral 
accounts. Most stories* that is* told only of the 
convening of the trial* its continuation, length of jury 
deliberation* and verdicts. Arguments of the attorneys 
wore not included. With the Boston G azette a notable 
exception* only occasionally did the Boston-originated 
stories press a partisan view upon the reader. 

Then, following the trials (post-trial period) * 

while other Boston newspapers dropped the subject, the 

Evening-Post and Gazette returned to partisan journalism. 

Samuel Adams, as "Vindex* " assisted by other militant 

Whigs* in a series of articles* tried to discredit the 

verdicts, while stressing the continued threat posed by the 

army. Massachusetts Attorney-General Jonathan Sawall. 

writing as "Phi lanthrop w in the £&&&.# opposed Adams in 

another series. Sewall*s newspaper rebuttal was tho 

strongest Tory counter-effort to Whig writings about the 

Massacre to appear in colonial newspapers during the period 

8 

covered by this study. 

While Massachusetts newspapers devoted considerable 
space to Massacre coverage during this period. Table 2 
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shows that littla of this diffused throughout the colonies. 
Pretrial stories account for the bulk of Whig and Tory 
information printed by newspapers outside Massachusetts, 
while trial coverage constitutes most of the neutral 
articles which diffused. The newspaper battle between 
”Vxndex“ and "Philanthrop" was limited to Massachusetts. 

Mot a single article of the series appeared outside the Bay 
Colony, nor did any newspaper even mention the controversy 
was going on. 



TABU3 2 



DIFFUSION OF MEWS STORIES REFERRING TO EOSTON MASSACRE 
DURING PRETRIAL. TRIAL. AMD POST-TRIAL PERIODS: 
POLITICAL BIAS BY COLONY 



Bias 


Mass. 


Conn. 


N. Y. 


Pa. 


Va. 


S. C. 


Tory 


22 


3 


2 


3 


1 




Ifhig 


41 


8 


3 


3 


1 


1 


Neutral 


18 


5 


3 


8 


3 


3 




♦Table 2 


shows number 


of news 


stories 


one paragraph 



or greater in size which appeared in all newspapers from 
break in initial coverage of the Massacre itself through the 
break in post-trial coverage. 



As with news about the Massacre itself. Connecticut 
and Pennsylvania led the other colonies in printing stories 
during the trial period. Connecticut readers got about the 
same balance as those in Massachusetts, but in greatly 
reduced amounts. Pennsylvania newspapers, however, 
provided more neutral accounts than those which advocated a 
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position. Of the latter type# they offered an equal number 
from each side — a significant departure from previous 
coverage. The Hew York press continued to balance its 
coverage in the small amount produced. Virginia and South 
Carolina newspapers printed so little during the period one 
must question whether their printers had any real interest 
left in the affair. 



Haaaachuaatta 

Massachusetts was the only colony in which the 
newspaper situation changed during this period. In the 
summer of 1770 Boston lost a Tory sheet and gained a Whig 
voice. The Chronicle had been a favorite Whig target for 
many months# because it printed names of Whig merchants who 
violated non-importation. By June pressure on the paper 
became intolerable# and it ceased printing on the 25th. 

On July 17 Isaiah Thomas founded the Massachusetts Sp y as a 
newspaper designed to reach the lower classes. Initially# 
Thomas hoped to be neutral# and assured the Tories he would 
not let the mob threaten him into performing otherwise. 

But he was too much a Whig and businessman to follow a 
neutral course very long. Within three months he was 
openly soliciting articles "supporting Liberty." The Spy. 
would ultimately become a highly successful business enter- 
prise among colonial newspapers# and rank with the Boston 
Gazette as the foremost advocate of Whig causes. With 
these changes# Boston papers lined up politically with two 
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Whig* two Tory, and one neutral. 

Four major articles — in addition to many rainor 
ones — referring directly to the Massacre appeared in the 
Boston press during the pretrial period) one at the end of 
April* two in June* and the last in July. Three were 
reprints from London newspapers, while one gave the texts 
of an exchange of messages between Hutchinson and the Whig - 
controlled Massachusetts House of Representatives. 

The only Tory view came in one of the London 
articles. It began with a summary of the basic Tory 
argument from the pamphlet, A Fair Account . . . . stating 
". . . the Conduct of the Town has been misrepresented in 
Regard to that tragical Scene.** It charged that a "Plan 
had been preconcerted for attacking the Troops on that or 
the succeeding night. . . . “ To this was added "The Case 
of Captain Thomas Preston* “ a deposition taken by the 
Tories from the {accused officer in the Boston jail. In it 
ho denied ordering his men to fire or even to load their 
weapons. Preston further complained of "Malcontents " among 
the people who infused "the utmost Malice and Revenge into 
the Minds of the People who are to be my Jurors. ..." 

The "Case" ended with Preston fearing for his life. 

Massachusetts newspapers played this article two 
ways. Those that wanted to point out the contradiction 
between this statement and Preston's earlier expression of 
thanks to the town reprinted his original letter along with 
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tho "Case." It is not known What effect — if any — this had 
on readers. Without any attempt to explain the relation- 
ship between tho two statements# the Whig effort seems 
minimal. The pamphlet summary and the “Case” filled nearly 
two full columns# while the original letter was but a 
single short paragraph. By eliminating the original 
letter, tho fcwa-iettffr made no attempt to discredit the 
article . 10 

The other three articles stressed the Whig view of 
the Massacre as a preconceived plan by the soldiers to 
murder the inhabitants# and emphasised the threat of the 
army to liberty. In the exchange between Hutchinson and 
the House# the lieutenant-governor complained of violence 
done in Glocester by a mob in defiance of "the Laws and the 
Authority of Government. * In its reply a House committee# 
which included John Hancock and Joseph Warren# defended the 
citizens. Their message noted "they seldom if ever 
assembled in tumultuous manner unless oppressed ... While 
under the hand of tyranny and arbitrary power. . . .“ To 
the committee* the arbitrary power was a "Standing Army 
designed to subjugate the people ... in Defiance of the 
haws and Authority of Government#” resulting in (among a 
long list of grievances) "the most horrid Slaughter of a 
Humber of Inhabitants. " Thus# the Whigs again tied the 
Massacre to a larger threat to freedom.'*'" 

One of the accounts from the London papers told of 
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the arrival there of Boston's schooner Betcay . carrying 
reports that "soldiers of the 29th Peg intent hod been heard 
to declare, ten days before the rassacre, that the streets 
of Boston would flow blood on the 5th of March." 

Later the Boston papers reprinted a London article by the 
"North Briton" who stated, after "giving a long Account of 
the several Nations, who have lost their Freedom by means 
of standing Armies, " that the "BOSTON ... tragedy is at 
once the most bloody, most cruel and cowardly of any, as a 
preconcerted scheme ... by the army for murdering the 
greatest part, if not the whole of the inhabitants." By 
these two articles, the Boston papers again told their 
readers they were in grave danger from the soldiers among 
them. 12 

Each newspaper handled these four articles 
differently. Only the Gazette and Evenin g-Post printed all 
of them. Presentation in each was identical, except that 
the Bq^L's introduction to the "North Briton" was shorter 
than the Gazette 's. On July 9, along with the "North 
Briton, " the Gazette also printed a "Letter from a Gentle- 
man in London." Other statements to the contrary aside, 
"Gentleman" believed "the narrative sent horns by the town" 
correctly represented the affair as the soldiers* fault. 
Although it did print a Tory article at this time, the JKaak 
continued to emphasize the Whig position as it had done 
with its earlier Massacre coverage. The Gazctta continued 
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13 

to lead the Whig persuasive effort. 

Boston's two Tory papers did not publish all of 
these articles. The Chronic la printed the exchange between 
Hutchinson and the House, while the ffewa-TLe titer did 
likewise. Draper also printed Preston's “Case. ** following 
it. in late September, with another deposition from the 
Pair Account . . . . This letter article again stressed 
the culpability of the townspeople in the killings. The 
Ch ronicle certainly did not help the soldiers' cause with 
the story it printed. Draper's effort# however# was more 
in keeping with his reputation than his previous coverage 
had been. But overall# the lie wa-l^stter lagged as a Tory 
voice. f* 

In Sslera, the Essex Gazette played these stories 

differently than the £K2fttonJa.ftaatta.# which it previously 

had followed so closely. Hall printed the summary of 

AJEaiC /te CQUht on a different page from Preston's 

"Case#" adding the original jail letter on yet a third 

page. On July 10. Hall extracted the "iJorth Briton" from 

the Boston, fiasa.tta. Of the day before. While continuing to 

take his accounts from Edeo and Gill# Hall balanced his 

coverage at this time by restricting the number of Whig 

15 

articles he reprinted. 

As was earlier pointed out. the bulk of coverage in 
the Massachusetts papers while the trials were in session 
was neutral. The Hews -letter departed from this stance 
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twice and the Kvening-Poat only once. Between the trials 
of Preston and the soldiers# Draper printed a letter from 
London in Which the writer said a new fleet and army would 
be sent to Boston at this time of Preston's trial to ensure 
his safety should he be convicted and subsequently pardoned 
by the King. This turned out to be unfounded rumor. Then, 
in its announcement of the verdict in Manwaring • b trial, 
the Ktew.ft-J.iatt.e j added the opinion that the case was 
dismissed because M no doubt existed that no firing came 
from the Customs-House. " On tho other hand, the Evening- 
Post sounded a Whig note by reporting a London article in 
which "Bar neve Idt" urged that chargee contained in Boston's 
original letter to England be "substantiated by results of 
the trials ." 16 

During the trial period, the Boston Gazett e ignored 
the conduct of the proceedings completely. Instead, it 
kept up a steady barrage of articles supporting the Whig 
contention that the soldiers were entirely to blame for the 
Massacre, and their larger mission was subjecting the town 
to the Crown's will. One account cited several depositions 
from A Short narrative . . . charging the soldiers with a 
preplan for murder, while another pointed to the now- 
familiar threat to liberty of a standing army. On the day 
prior to the beginning of proceedings against the soldiers, 
an article predicted their defense would either be "orders 
to fire from Preston" or making the town seem the 
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aggressors. The article also presented an emotional appeal 

for justice. It invoked the memory of Christopher Monk. 

who "still survives# the Wounds receiv'd in the horrible 

Massacre, and lives to see the Death of his Fellow 

Sufferers is not yet reveng'd. ..." Finally, the Whig 

writer asked blood for blood as he wondered whether "there 

was any Murder" committed , and "Whether the Dogs greedily 

licking human blood in King-Street ... is any Thing more 

than a Dream." Then, in the middle of the trial, Sam Adams 

as "A Chatterer* emphasised the need to remove the "threat 

to liberty" from among the people. Thus, the Gazette 

pushed hard to discredit the soldiers as they stood trial 

17 

for their lives. 

The remaining Massachusetts newspapers merely 
reported the progress of the trials. In Boston that 
included the Post-Boy, and the MaaftCChUfiC-tta .Spy.. Over in 
Salem, the Basest Gazette , for the first time in its cover- 
age of the Massacre, went to other than the Boston Gazette 
for its stories. Hall used both the Evening-Post and MaM&- 
iot;i»er as sources for articles he printed about the 
trials . 3,3 

The newspaper controversy (following the trials) 
between Sam Adams as “Vindax# " supported by other Whig 
writers, and Jonathan So wall as "Phil ant hr op” swelled the 
amount of exposure to the Massacre for Massachusetts 
citizens. However, the combined Whig effort more than 
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doubled the Tory output. Coupled with earlier dominance of 
Whig writings, this added quantity validates Hutchinson's 
opinion that the Whig view prevailed in Massachusetts. 

Beyond increased exposure to the Massacre, the 

series interests us because of the role the Evening-Boa t 

played in it. "Phi lanthrop " appeared exclusively in the 

Fleets' paper, thus balancing to some degree the 

previously Whig view of the affair it presented. The 

Evening-Boat did not eliminate Whig articles, however. It 

also printed “Detector” and "An Inhabitant of Boston" as 

counters to "Philanthrop. “ The Fleets' willingness to 

fight the Gazette in this matter, yet offer V?hig rebuttal 

at the same time, substantiates historians* claims that the 

Evening-Post was basically neutral in its political 
19 

position. 

The series is also important because it permits the 
first specific identification of writers on both sides. 
Previously, all locally written Massacre articles had been 
anonymous. Besides Adams and Jonathan Sewell, Dr. Thomas 
Young wrote as "An Inhabitant of Boston. " Unfortunately, 
other Whigs writing as "Detector, " “Philalethas. " "A 

20 

Mechanic," and "Philo Patraie" cannot be identified. 

With one exception, the other Boston papers avoided 
the controversy. The Mews-Latter did get involved in a 
small way. On December 27, Draper refused to print a Tory 
parody on "Vindax. * A week later, however, he succumbed to 
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pressure of those who said he was wrong to judge what be 

21 

would print, and ran the poem. 

Outside Boston, the Essex Gazette printed two 

"Vindex" and two “Philanthrop" articles along with the 

jtewa-iA* titer parody and Dr. Young's piece. With this 

balanced coverage. Hall repeated the neutral style he had 

2 ? 

earlier adopted. 

The post-trial argument ended newspaper coverage of 
the Massacre trials. Massachusetts readers had received 
continued exposure to the affair over an extended period of 
time. In fact, a comparison of Tables 1 and 2 shows more 
articles appeared during the period with which this chapter 
deals than in coverage of the incident itself. A 
substantial Tory view of the affair was also presented. 
Except for the Boston Gazette . Massachusetts newspapers 
provided essentially neutral coverage, balancing Whig and 
Tory articles. By its strict adherence to the Whig view, 
the Gazette emerges as the champion of that cause. Mo Tory 
paper came close to equaling it, and the* nurobor of pro-Whig 
articles it printed was double the quantity the Evening - 
Post provided as a voice for the other side. 

Xn the following examination of diffusion outside 
Massachusetts, the reader should guard against allowing 
detailed description of coverage in each newspaper to imply 
greater importance of the Massacre to each colony than 
warranted. He (or she) should keep Table 2 in mind, and 
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remember that the entire post-trial argument between the 
£oji,ton-aaza.tl:g and the fcvaning~£oat did not diffuse. 

CQimQS.tJLc.ut 

In Connecticut* the Whig view continued to dominate 
overall newspaper coverage of the Massacre during this 
time. However, Hew Haven and Hartford readers got some 
Tory news of the affair. 

Although the reply of the Massachusetts House of 

Representatives to Hutchinson's complaint of violence in 

Glocester provided one of the fullest Whig statements about 

the threat of standing armies, no Connecticut newspaper 

reprinted it. Of the four protrial articles, the 

Connecticut Courant printed Preston's “Case** and the "North 

Briton" — the latter taken from the Boston Gazette . In Hew 

Haven, the Greens gave their Journal readers another look 

at the Whig conception of the soldiers* premeditated plan 

for murder by reprinting the account of Captain Gardner's 

arrival in London. The J purnal also printed Preston's 

"Case. " Both the Courant and the Journal published this 

latter article without Preston's original letter. Thus, 

these papers provided one Whig and one Tory view of fault 

for the Massacre. The Stow-London Gazette gave its readers 

no such balance, as it reprinted the Boston Gazette *s 

introduction to the "North Briton," Gardner's arrival in 

23 

London, and "A Letter from a Gentleman in London. ** 
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For the trial period, all Connecticut papers 

coupled neutral reports of the proceedings with the &QA&QJ 1 

Gazette 's article speculating on the defense of the 

soldiers. Additionally, on© a ingle -paragraph article 

favoring a Tory view of the trials appeared in the Journal 

on December 21. After reporting Manwaring'a verdict, the 

Greens reprinted a story defending the fairness of the 

trials. This article had earlier appeared in both the 

24 

Boston ,S,v.ani.ng~Itoat and the toatTBay.. 

lfcM. ,XoxK 

John Bolt maintained his neutral position on the 
Massacre with his spare coverage of various aspects of the 
trial story. For the entire period the Jaujcjaai printed 
only four articles. Two merely announced conduct of the 
proceedings. Earlier, Holt gave his readers the House 
reply to Hutchinson's violence coraplaint and Preston's 

25 

"Case . “ He took the latter account from the 

Hugh Caine printed the same pretrial articles in 
his Hew York Mercury that Holt gave his iXfiUOial readers, 
adding one other of Whig bias. On June 25, a weak after it 
had appeared in the Boston papers, he told of the soldiers* 
preplan to "murder" the inhabitants, by reprinting the 
account of the Betsey 's arrival in London. Gain® * s 
coverage matched what h® had earlier provided about the 
incident itself. While paying scant attention to the 
affair, he slightly favored the Whigs. 
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gennaylv.anla 

£11 three Pennsylvania papers handled pretrial 

coverage essentially the same way. Each offered its 

readers one of the throe Whig articles, along with portions 

of Preston's "Case. M Both Goddard and the Bradfords 

printed the Massachusetts House reply to Hutchinson's 

violence complaint as their Whig illustration of the 

ultimate consequences of a standing array stationed among 

the people. By printing the account of Gardner's arrival 

in London. Hall and Sellers again told their readers about 

the soldiers* premeditated plan to murder the citizens. 

In reproducing Preston's "Case," all papers deleted his 

original jail letter. The Chronic le also left off the 

summary of A JFair Account . . . , which had appeared in the 

27 

Boston original. 

Each paper reported progress of the trials in about 
the same number of neutral articles. Only the individual 
stories selected differed from paper to paper. Overall, 
Pennsylvania newspapers balanced Whig and Tory accounts 
through this period — a significant departure from their 
earlier efforts, which had heavily favored the Whigs. 

3£i£&iai& 

Virginia's two Gazette s showed so little interest 
in the Massacre during the trial period, they failed to 
report the proceedings against the soldiers. Both papers 
gave one paragraph each to the verdicts in the cases of 
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Preston and Manwaring. Because Purdie and Dixon used the 

Boston News-Letter version of the latter, their readers 

also got some Tory comment on the results of that trial. 

Earlier Rind had printed the only pretrial article to 

appear in Virginia. On August 2 he reproduced the Boston 

Gazette 'a “London Gentleman's" letter, backing the Whig 

contention that the soldiers were to blame for the 
28 

Massacre. 



South Carolina 

Coverage in the Charleston newspapers was so sparse 
during this period that South Carolina readers barely 
learned that Preston and the soldiers had been tried for 
the killings. The papers ignored Manwaring *s trial 
completely. Somewhat surprisingly, the American General 
G azette was the only paper to print other than neutral 
trial stories. That Tory sheet presented a Whig view of 
the affair by reprinting the Bouse reply to Hutchinson's 
complaint of violence in Glocester. As with Virginia, it 
seems South Carolina printers lacked any real interest in 
the affair at this time.'' 



ffin—ry 

Newspapers in Massachusetts continued to show a 
high degree of interest in the Massacre during this period. 
In comparison with earlier reporting of the incident 
itself, the number of articles nearly doubled. Moreover, 
a new dimension was added when a substantial Tory 
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counter-argument to the Whig assertion that the soldiers 
were entirely at fault for the affair emerged in the press. 

Whigs, principally using the Boston Gazette , sought 
to discredit the defendants before and during the trials by 
hammering at two theraes: the danger to liberty inherent in 
a standing army and the soldiers* premeditated plan to 
murder the inhabitants of Boston. When the verdicts went 
against Whig desires# Samuel Ad ©ins led a three -month 
newspaper vendetta again#, the army and conduct of the 
trials. Whig argument deleted reference to a conspiracy 
with customs officials* and this theme only appears one 
more time in the next four years. 

The Tory counterattack began slowly during the 
protrial period# as two articles argued that the towns- 
people were the aggressors causing the soldiers to fear for 
their lives that night in King Street. Tories viewed the 
shootings as the unfortunate result of soldiers defending 
themselves against a violent# unlawful raob. In response to 
Adams* Gaaatto attack following the trials, Massachusetts 
Attorney-General Jonathan Bewail answered the charges on 
this basis in the 

Except for the and other 

Massachusetts newspapers paid less attention to the 
Massacre during the trial period than previously. And 
their coverage was basically neutral, as they either 
balanced Whig articles with Tory ones or merely reported 
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the conduct of the trials. Thus, the Boston Gazette 
emerges as on uncompromising advocate of the Whig cause, 
while the Evening-goat reasserted a neutral position by 
printing the bulk of the Tory argument along with some 
Whig. 

Outside Massachusetts, newspaper interest in the 
Massacre abated during the period. Pennsylvania newspapers 
printed only half the number of articles they had 
previously offered following the incident itself. 
Connecticut. While printing nearly as many articles as in 
earlier coverage, provided their readers with loss than 
twenty-five per cent of what appeared in Massachusetts. 
Earlier they had reprinted approximately half of the 
Massachusetts material. In the South, coverage was so 
spare that ono must question whether printers there had any 
real interest in the trials. 

Furthermore, coverage throughout the other 
colonies was basically neutral, with only the Connecticut 
newspapers printing more Whig accounts than Tory or 
neutral. Even the strong Whig papers provided a balanced 
view, with the Hew-lrmrion ftaatttfrf* the only one to offer its 
readers a dominantly Whig picture of the soldiers' guilt. 
Perhaps most significant in terms of lack of interest shown 
in the Massacre beyond Massachusetts at this time was the 
failure of any newspaper outside the Bay Colony to reprint 
any of the newspaper battle following the trials. 
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Everything reported outside Boston had earlier 
appeared in that city's newspapers. There was no other 
source; even the London-originated stories had first 
appeared in Boston, as shown by the Boston datelines with 
which non-Boston papers headed these accounts. 

Boston sources for articles appearing in newspapers 
outside Massachusetts were somewhat different from those 
previously used. In the case of biased materiel# the 
Gazette was used roost often for Whig articles, and the 
Lewa-hetter for Tory. Since the Gaaatte did not print any 
neutral accounts, printers who had made extensive use of 
its material previously had to go elsewhere for stories 
about the trials. Here they divided about equally between 
the Evening-Post and the Hawa-T^tter . 

Despite the outcome of the trials. Whig leaders in 
Massachusetts did not let rtx matter of the Boston Massacre 
rest. In 1771 they initiated a series of commemorative 
celebrations which lasted until 1703. These annual events 
form phase three of the Massacre story. We next examine 
what information the colonial newspapers carried about 
them. 
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